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Digests of Recent Opinions 





WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—The 2 year period for filing 
a petition runs from the date 
the last treatment is “furnish- 
ed” by the employer and not 
from the date of the last treat- 
ment in general. 

—The time for filing a petition 
is not extended by a period of 
self treatment, such as wearing 
a brace, prescribed by the em- 
ployer’s physician on discharg- 
ing the employee. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Fulop, J. C. C. rendered June 16, 

Union County Court. Man- 
gieri v. Spring Tool Co. For pet- 
ijtioner — Herbert Drucker (Ro- 

and Drucker, attys). For 
pondent — Isidor Kalisch. 
Petitioner appeals from a judg- 
ment denying him compensation. 
The main legal issue is whether 

he two year period for filing a 
tition for compensation began 
run on Jan. 13, 1956, when he 
s last treated by Dr. McLaugh- 

whose services were fur- 


13, 1956. Petitioner contends the 
later date applies because on 
Jan 13 Dr. McLaughlin checked 
the fitting of a brace which he 
hé previously prescribed and 
which had been furnished by the 
employer, and told petitioner to 
it “religiously” for six 
ths and whenever he felt 
weakness in his back or was do- 
anything other than light 
Petitioner contends that 
Dr. McLaughlin advised 
to wear the brace for six 
months and he did so, he was 
receiving treatment during the 
six month period and the stat- 
te was tolled until the expira- 
n of that time. The petition 

was not filed until Feb. 17, 1958. 
Dr. McLaughlin testified he did 
t tell petitioner to return after 
13, 1956 since his disability 
had reached a plateau and no 
further treatment was needed. 
Held: R.S. 35:15-51 requires 
the filing of a petition for com- 
pensation within 2 years after an 
ident or within 2 years after 


r 






last payment of compensa- | 
The furnishing of medical | 


treatment by the employer con- 


n as does payment or reim- 


bursement for a surgical belt.| 


Where the employer arranges for 
a physician to treat the employee 
at the expense of the employer, 

Statutory period begins to 
Tun from the last treatment and 
not from the date the employer 
pays the physician’s bill. 

While the foregoing principles 
are settled, no decision has been 
Tound on the specific issue here 
presentd. 





The statute does not provide| 


that the petition may be filed 
2 years after the last 
treatment. Rather it provides 
he petition shall be filed “with- 
in 2 years after the last payment 
of compensation”. “Payment of 
compensation” reasonably in- 
2s the “furnishing of treat- 

nt It does not reasonably 
include all treatment in general. 
The design of the statute is to 
prevent the employer from lulling 
‘N€ employee into quiescence in 
Tfelance on payments being 
made or treatments being fur- 
hed by the employer. It is a 
m of estoppel against the em- 
Dioyer. The reason for the stat- 
te does not apply to self treat- 
ment by the employee. In the 
ence of express fraud by the 
mployer or its representative, 
the mere advice to use a brace 
or other device after discharge 
oy the physician cannot reason- 
oly mislead the employee into 
fleving that his employer 
‘ould continue to treat him or 


Within 









ss) 


pay him further compensation. 


The statute is a statute of re- 
pose. If petitioner’s contention 
were adopted, the running of the 
statute would depend on the em- 
ployee’s use of a prescribed de- 
vice and it would be impossible 
for the employer to ascertain to 
any degree the duration of its 
liability. 

In substantially all of the cases, 
the emphasis is on the act of 
“furnishing” the medical treat- 
ment, not the fact of treatment. 
“Furnish” means to. provide, 
supply or give. 

The limitation period began to 
run when petitioner was dis- 
charged by the physician and 
was not extended by his unilat- 
eral act in following the physi- 
cian’s advice and wearing the 
brace. The petition was not/ 
filed in time. 


Establish ‘Ministry Of 
Justice’ For Criminal | 
Cases 





Salt Lake City, Utah (ACCN) — 
A State Council on Criminal Jus- 
tice Administration has been set | 
up under a law passed by this 
year’s Utah state legislature and 
signed by Gov. George D. Clyde. 
It is based on the concept of a 
“ministry of justice,” first advo- 
cated by such figures as Roscoe 
Pound, former dean of Harvard 
Law School, and the late Justice 
Benjamin N. Cardozo, four dec- 
ades ago. 

Many such plans have been 
tried in other states but they 
have dealt with only one phase| 





of the total problem such as law} 
enforcement, courts, or imprison- 
ment, the Journal of the Ameri- 
can Judicature Society says. 


The Utah act creates an ad- 
visory body, charged to “observe 
the criminal law in action,” and| 
authorized to strengthen the ad- 
ministration of criminal justice 
by means of research, consulta- 
tion and recommendation. 


Although it cannot relieve any 
existing state agency of its stat-| 
utory duties, the Council will| 
oversee criminal justice in its 
entirety, including law enforce-| 
ment, bail, detention, prosecu-| 
tion, trial, hearings for juveniles, | 
probation, imprisonment and| 
parole. | 

The Council will consist of 15} 
members, six appointed by the} 
governor and confirmed by the| 
state senate. The Utah State| 
Bar, State Medical Assn., Con- 
ference of Social Welfare, and | 
Peace Officers’ Assn. will each} 
name one member. Five ex-of-| 
ficio representatives will be ap-| 
pointed from the state Supreme} 
Court, the attorney general’s of- | 
fice, the Legislative Council, the} 
Nelfare Commission, and the} 
Board of Corrections. 





New York Bar Plans Law, 
Economics Educational 


Program | 

ALBANY, N. Y. — A state-wide | 
series of one-day economics-of- | 
law-practice institutes will be 
conducted throughout New York} 
this fall by the New York State| 
Bar Assn. 
The program will include a| 
study of fee schedules, and the 
presentation of new statistical | 
information on lawyers and law 
practice. Material will be avail- 
able in bulletin form in addition 
to the institutes which will be 
held in such cities as Albany, 
Syracuse, Rochester, Buffalo, and | 
New York City, as well as in| 


| smaller communities. 


Summer Motion Days 
Changed 


The motion 
perior Court, Cour 
District Court except 
Appellate Division 
days during t 


days in the Su- 
ity Courts, and 
in the 





period from July 
10 to Sept 1961 and there 
will be no motions in the weeks 
of July 3 and September 4. 
This change the schedule 
of motion days is made by an 
Order of the Supreme Court fix- 
ing court schedules for the sum- 
mer of 1961. It supersedes the 
provisions of R.R 
had fixed a different schedule. 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


June 13 to 19, 1961 


NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county tau 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 


particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 
None 
SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Pine Grove Manor v. Director, 
Div. of Taxation (A-77-60, decid- 


{ed June 12, 1961) 


Affirmed final judgment of 
Div. of Tax Appeals denying tax 
exemption claimed under N.J.S.A. 
54:10A-3 d (Corporation Business 
Tax Act) by plaintiffs, four non- 
stock corporations organized un- 
der Maryland Nonstock Corpor- 
ation Act and authorized to do 
business in N. J. The enterprise 
involves some 400 apartments 
which were constructed, financed 


|and insured as a National Hous- 


ing Act project. The Md. statute 
under which plaintiffs were in- 
corporated is not a general or 
special law “similar” to Titles 15, 
16 or 17 of the R. S. of N. J. The 
N. J. act prohibits element of 
profit, while Md. Code specifically 
renders inoperative any provision 
contained in certificate of incor- 
poration restricting profit-mak- 
ing. While plaintiffs are regu- 
lated by F.H.A., numerous profit- 





(Continued on page 4, col. 4) 


'| Notice To The Bar | 


The summer schedule calls! 
for the hearing of Chancery | 
Division motions, general eq-| 
uity and matrimonial, by the 
regularly assigned judge if he 
is on duty. When, however, | 
the regularly assigned judge] 
is not on duty such motions} 
will be heard by a Superior or | 
County Court judge on duty| 
in the county where venue is | 
laid. In the latter case it shall | 
be the responsibility of the! 
moving party to make ar-| 
| rangements to have the nec-| 
| essary file and papers sent to| 
| the clerk of the county where | 
the motion will be heard. Up-| 
!on receipt of a request the | 
| clerk having custody of the| 
| duplicate file shall forward it} 
forthwith to the clerk of the| 
| county where the motion is to} 
| be heard together with an ap-| 
| propriate covering letter, a} 
| copy of which he shall keep | 
| for his files. The clerk receiv- | 
| ing the file shall acknowledge | 








| | receipt and, after the motion | 


has been disposed of, return! 
it in a similar manner to the| 
clerk charged with custody. 
For a list of counties and/| 
clerks having custody of the | 
duplicate files, please refer to| 
pages 22 and 23 of the Law- 
yers Diary. 
Edward B. McConnell 





Administrative Director 
of the Coufts 








| Ships Suitors And State Statutes 


, Will be Thurs- | 





By John J. Monigan, Jr.* 
and Arthur C. Dwyer** 

At the 1958 and 1959 terms of 
the United States Supreme Court, 
four decisions concerning mari- 
time matters contributed sub- 
stantially to the confusion in 
what has been described as the 
“tangled seine” of the mari- 
time injury remedy.’ The deci- 
sions, The Tungus v. Skovgaard,? 
United Pilots Association v. Hal- 
ecki,® Hess v. United States,‘ and 


|Goett v. Union Carbide,> were 


1:28-5 which | 


concerned with the existence of 


j}a cause of action in admiralty 
|based upon the alleged unsea- 





worthiness of a vessel, for dam- 
ages consequent upon wrongful 
death in territorial waters of a 
state where the Death on the 
High Seas Act® did not apply. 





Justice Department Says 
States Must Continue 
Public Schools 


While the Court in all of the 
decisions followed the concept 


| often repeated since the decision 


in The Harrisburg,’ that admir- 
alty affords no remedy for 
wrongful death but that under 
the principles established in The 
Hamilton, and La Bourgogne,’ 
admiralty would adopt a remedy 
created by foreign or state law, 
there was a great disparity 
among the members of the Court 
as to the effect of such deter- 
mination. 

In the Tungus, an action in 
rem was brought against a ship 
and its owners to recover dam- 
ages for the death of a mainten- 
ance foreman who was assisting 
in the repair of a pump used in 
the discharge of a cargo of co- 
coanut oil from a vessel which 
was docked at Bayonne, New 
Jersey. The libel alleged the un- 
seaworthiness of the craft and 
a negligent failure to provide 


| the decedent with a reasonably 


|safe place to work. The District 


Baton Rouge, La. (ACCN) 
States have a constitutional duty | 
to operate public schools and 
cannot abandon them to avoid 
desegregation, or probably not} 
for any other reason, the De- 
partment of Justice has con-}| 
tended in a suit here. | 

The Department’s position was 
set forth in a brief filed in the 
United States District Court in 
Baton Rouge in a case involving 
Louisiana’s St. Helena Parish 
public schools. A_ three-judge 
panel is considering a move by 
the Parish to close its public 
schools rather than desegregate 
them pursuant to a federal court 
order. 

The three judges asked the 
Department of Justice, which) 
entered the suit as an amicus 
curiae, aS well as the attorneys 
general of all 50 states to submit 
briefs on the far-reaching ques- 
tion of whether the Due Process 
clause of the Fourteenth Amend- | 
ment requires states to maintain | 
public schools. Similar requests| 
for briefs on this issue were made | 
to the Negro plaintiffs in the| 
suit, and the St. Helena Parish| 
School Board. 

This constitutional issue, al- 
though immediately bound up 
with the desegregation battle, | 
has ramifications which reach| 
beyond it and could conceivably | 
apply to such touchy matters as| 
church-state relationships and/} 
public aid to education. 


Court Administrator's | 
Report For May 





More cases were disposed of by} 
the New Jersey courts during the 
month of May than during any| 
previous month. For example, the! 
trial judges of the Superior and 
County Courts disposed of 2,352 | 
‘ases on the combined civil calen- | 
dars as compared with disposi- | 
tions of 1,369 during May 1960. 
The judges of the County District 
Court concluded 17,085 cases dur- 
ing the month as compared with} 
14,774 during May a year ago. 

While this increase in disposi- | 
tions is encouraging, only rela-| 
tively small gains were made dur- 
ing the month in reducing the} 
number of pending cases due to 
the fact that substantially more 
cases were added to the calendar 
than were added during May of 


last year. If the court calendars |” Ww: 


are to be restored to a state of| 

currency there is obviously an| 

urgent need for the appointment | 

of judges to fill the new positions 

created by the 1960 census. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 

of the Courts 


Court dismissed the libel hold- 
ing that a wrongful death action 
for unseaworthiness would not 
lie and that the owners owed 
no duty of exercising ordinary 
care to provide the decedent a 
safe place to work. The Court of 


|Appeals set aside that decree 
|and remanded the case, conclud- 


ing that the New Jersey Wrong- 
ful Death Act” included a cause 
of action for unseaworthiness 
and that the trial court had er- 
red concerning the scope of the 
owners’ duty to exercise reason- 
able care for the decedent’s safe- 
ty. The court did not decide what 
defenses, if any, would be avail- 
able to the claim, leaving that 
to the trial court to determine 
after remand. 

Mr. Justice Stewart, for the 
majority of the Court, conclud- 
ed that the Court of Appeals 
rightly determined the primary 
issue in the case to be whether 
the New Jersey statute giving a 
right of action where death was 
caused by a wrongful act, neglect 
or default, was broad enough to 
include an action for death 
caused by the unseaworthiness of 
a vessel.” The Court recognized 
the fact that the courts of New 
Jersey had not resolved that 
question but nevertheless re- 
garded as binding upon it a de- 
termination by a state court con- 
cerning the existence of a cause 
of action for wrongful death and 
the defenses which were avail- 
able thereunder. 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter con- 
curred in the result but expres- 
sed the opinion that the con- 
struction of a _ state statute 
should not, as a matter of wise 
administration, be determined 
independently by the lower fed- 
eral courts, but rather should 
await a determination by the 
state court while the matter is 
held in the federal court.” 

Mr. Justice Brennan, with 
whom the Chief Justice and Jus- 


(Continued on page 7, c¢ 








Reprinted from the Notre Dame Lawyer, 
Vol. XXXVI, No. 1. 
*A.B., LL.B., member of the New Jersey 
Bar. 
**B.S., LL.B., member of the New Jersey 
Bar. 
Not 1947). 


e, 57 Yale L.J. 243 ( 
1S. 588 (1959). 

g 613 (1959). 

S. 314 (1960) 

3. 340 







& (1960). 
tat. 537 (1920), 46 U.S.C. § 761 
199 1886) 
{98 (1907) 
95 (1908 
Stat. § 2A 1951), 
ath of a person {is caused by 
11 act, neglect or default, such 


f death had not ensued. have 






ntitled the person injured to maintain an 
action for damages resulting from the in- 
jury, the person who would have been 


jamages for the injury if death 
ensued shall be liable in an action 
notwithstandng the death of 


liable in 
had not 
for damages 
the person injured sed although the death 
was caused under cireomstances amounting 
in law to a crime. 
11. The Tungus v. Skovgaard, 358 U.@. 
88. 591 (1959) 

12. Id. at 597. 











Page Two 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1961 


84 N. J. L. J. Index Page 338 








DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


PRIVILEGE — Statements or re- 
ports made in a judicial or 
quasi-judicial proceeding and 
having some relation thereto 
are absolutely privileged 
against a suit thereon for de- 
famation or tortious interfer- 
ence with business rights, even 
if made maliciously. 

—The privilege or immunity ac- 
corded statements made in a 
judicial or quasi-judicial pro- 
ceeding is not limited to those 
made on the witness stand but 
extends to statements or com- 
munications made in connec- 
tion with a judicial proceeding 
in preparation for defense or 
trial thereof. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Sullivan, J. A. D., rendered June 
13, 1961. Appellate Div. Middlesex 
v. Carteret and Streander. For 
appellants — Melvin J. Koestler 
(Koestler & Koestler, attys). For 
respondent — Nicholas Conover 
English (McCarter & English, 
attys). 

Plaintiffs appeal from the en- 
try of summary judgment in 
favor of defendant Streander in 
their suit charging tortious in- 
terference with contractual and 
business rights. 

In 1951 Middlesex contracted 
with the Borough of Carteret to 
construct for it a sewerage treat- 
ment plant and other facilities. 
The contract provided for Mid- 
dlesex to receive monthly pay- 
ments equal to 90% of the work 
done, calculated on estimates 
made by the Borough engin- 
eer, one Booz, and the balance 
after completion of the work and 
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| little weight to it. 





certification by Booz. 

Middlesex began work and was 
thereafter paid 90% of Booz’s es- 
timates monthly thru Dec. 1952. 
During this period, however, dis- 
putes arose as to the amounts 
certified by Booz. Conferences 
were held early in 1953 resulting 
in some of the claims being al- 
lowed and others disallowed. In 
May and July 1953 Middlesex 
met with representatives of the 
Borough in an effort to secure 
payment for 90% of the work 
certified by Booz and to settle 
other disputes. According to 
plaintiffs, considerable progress 
was made toward settlement of 
the disputes when the corpor- 
ate defendants and their agents 
interfered, charged Middlesex 
and Booz with collusion, fraud 
and wrongdoing, and threatened 
the borough council with crim- 
inal and civil action if the pay- 
ments were approved. As a re- 
sult, it is charged, the settle- 
ment fell through, and Middlesex 
had to sue the Borough in No- 
vember 1953. 

In April 1954 the Borough re- 
tained Streander as a consult- 
ant in the then pending action. 
Plaintiffs charge that Streander 
instead of making an honest and 
impartial engineering investiga- 
tion and report, combined with 
and joined the other defendants 
in their conspiracy and made 
improper computations and false 
accusations against Middlesex 
and Booz, as a result of which 
the Borough added separate de- 
fenses, a counterclaim and cross- 
claim. 

Streander testified as an ex- 
pert witness for the Borough at 
the trial of the suit in 1957 and 
was the Borough’s trial consult- 
ant and advisor. The trial re- 
sulted in a judgment for Mid- 
dlesex and dismissal of the coun- 
terclaim. In its opinion, the 
court was critical of Streander’s 
report and testimony and gave 
It indicated 
Streander had knowingly used 
improper methods of competition 
in an attempt to make out a case 
of fraud. 

Plaintiffs then filed the pres- 
ent suit charging all the defend- 
ants with tortious interference. 

Streander answered that his 
acts and conduct were privileged 
because they were part of and in 
connection with a proper judi- 
cial proceeding and that plain- 
tiffs therefore had no cause of 
action against him. His motion 
for summary judgment was | 
granted on this ground. 

Plaintiffs contend they are not} 
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suing Streander for anything he 
said or did at the trial but for 
his investigation and report in 
1954, which stood until trial in 
1957 as a continuing interference 
with its contractual relations 
with the Borough, and further, 
that what he did was actuated 
by actual malice toward plain- 
tiffs. 

Held: Statements made in jud- 
icial or quasi judicial proceedings 
and having some relation thereto 
are absolutely privileged against 
a suit for defamation. Even ac- 
tual malice does not affect the 
absolute immunity provided the 
statement is made in the course 
of judicial proceedings and has 
some relation thereto. The priv- 
ilege grows out of the strong 
public policy that persons in such 
circumstances be permitted to 
speak and write freely 

In Rainier’s Dairies v. Raritan, 
19 N. J. 552, the Supreme Court 
held that an action for tortious 
interference was subject to the 
same policy, the court saying 
that if the policy which affords 
an absolute privilege in defama- 
tion actions is to mean anything 
it cannot be circumvented by an 
almost equally unrestricted ac- 
tion under a different label. 

The question thus is whether 
Streander’s report, consultations 
and advice were rendered in a 
judicial proceeding, and were rel- 
evant thereto. 

It is conceded that what Stre- 
ander did was relevant to the 
then pending court action. The 
privilege is not limited to what 
a person may say while on the 
witness stand. It extends to 
statements or communications in 
connection with a judicial pro- 
ceeding. It protects a person 
while engaged in private confer- 
ences with an attorney with ref- 
erence to litigation. 

Here, the suit against the Bor- 
ough was filed by plaintiff in July 
1953. It was not until some nine 
months later that Streander was 
called in as a consultant in con- 
nection with the pending litiga- 
tion. Thereafter what was done 
by him related to the suit and 
was pertinent and relevant to the 
defense thereof and a part of the 
preparation for actual trial. As 
such, they were part of a judi- 
cial proceeding and within the 
privilege. 

If this were not so, every expert 
who acts as consultant for a cli- 
ent with reference to proposed | 
or pending litigation, and there-| 
after appears as a witness, would | 





lit was arranged by respondent’s 
! manager that on each morning 
| decedent should go to the police 
station, located about 500 ft. east 
of the branch bank, where a 
police officer would be assigned 
to accompany him to the bank 
while he opened up. Pursuant to 
;that arrangement, 
son drove decedent to a point 


| Lane opposite the police station. 


| street to the station and await 
the arrival of a police car which | 
would be summoned. He would 
then be driven to the bank in | 
the police car where he would | 
unlock the bank door in the 
presence of the police officer. | 
The bank opened at 8:00 AM. | 
This procedure was followed| 
daily. Decedent was struck by 
a car as he was crossing the road 
to the police station at 7:55 A.M. | 
on Sept. 9, and died as a result | 
of the injuries sustained. The 
practice was continued by de- 
cedent’s successor to the time 
of trial, about a year later. 


Held: Petitioner concedes that 
ordinarily an injury sustained by 
an employee on his way to or 
from his regular place of employ- 
ment is not work-connected. She 
contends, however, that on 
going to the police station, de- 
cedent was not simply on his way 
to work but was engaged in a 
“special service” for respondent 
and hence his injury sustained 
in the course thereof was com- 
pensable. 

Where one renders a service 
for his employer which is out of 
the ordinary, unusual, or not 
contemplated under the terms 
of the employment, he renders 
a special service for his employer 
which may make an injury oc- 
curring in the course thereof | 
compensable. But here the| 
only justifiable inference from | 
the proofs is that instead of de-| 
cedent commencing his daily 
work at the bank building, his| 
daily job assignment originated | 
at the police station to which by | 
respondent’s instruction he was) 
to go each morning for the pur-| 
pose above outlined. Until he ar-| 
rived at the station he was on| 
his way to work. The practice | 
was not an “unusual, unordinary | 
or temporary one not contem- | 
plated by the employment.” The | 
accident occurred within the' 
“going to and coming from rule”. 

Respondent had the right to} 
require that decedent start his| 
duties each morning from the | 
police station, and did so. To go! 





decedent’s | 
on the south side of Browning | 


|Decedent would then cross the | 


| ABA Is Conducting 
Lawyer Referral 


| Study 
| CHICAGO (ACCN)—A survey 
|is currently being conducted by 
' the American Bar Assn.’s Stand- 
ing Committee on Lawyer Refer- 
ral Service to gather information 
that will enable it to prepare 
guides for improving existing 
lawyer referral services. The data 
| will also help in the establishing 
of standards for new referra] 
services. 
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in the presence of a police office 
was just as much a part of de- 
cedent’s job as guard as were his 
duties at the bank during the 
balance of the day. His various 
tasks were a unit and petition- 
er’s attempt to divide them int 
separate categories labeling on 
“special” and one “regular” is 
unrealistic and unwarranted. 

For the same reasons there is 
no basis for the claim that de- 
cedent was in the course of his 
regular work from the moment 
he left home. In going from 
home to the police station he was 
free to use any route or means 
he saw fit and occupied the 
same status as any employee go- 
ing to work. 

Petitioner next invokes the 
“dual purpose” doctrine in sup- 
port of her claim. But this doc- 
trine involves a situation where 
a specific trip for the employer's 
benefit is combined with a per- 
sonal mission of the employee. 
It presupposes one journey with 
two objectives, one personal the 
other employer-dictated. Here, 
the sole purpose of the trip to 
the police station was, as indi- 
cated, to go to work, the police 
station being the place where 
the employer had directed de- 
cedent should start his daily 
duties. 

Finally, petitioner relies on the 
“but for the employment” or 
“positional risk’ doctrines argu- 
ing that since the police station 
was beyond the bank and pro- 
curing the policeman was for the 
employer’s benefit, the employ- 
ment placed decedent at the 
place where he was injured. 
again these contentions ignore 
the basic question of where the 
day’s work commenced and again 
attempts an unjustified division 
of decedent’s duties. 

Under the facts, the genera! 
rule that injuries sustained while 
going to the place where the in- 
itial work assignment of the day 


oo 


Rie 
Duy 


be liable to suit on the theory | daily from the police station to| is to be undertaken are not com- 


that while his testimony was 
privileged his preliminary con- 
ferences and report to his client 
were not. 

Affirmed. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—Bank guard injured while | 
going to police station to se-| 
cure police officer to take him! 
to bank and be present while) 
he opens bank, as directed by! 


employer and pursuant to daily | 
practice initiated by employer, | 
sustains injury “on way to 
work” and hence not compens- | 
able, as work in such situation 
commences at police station, ! 
and journey thereto is neither, 
a “special service” nor within | 
“dual purpose” or “but for” | 
doctrine. 
Digested from an opinion by} 
Price, S. J. A. D. rendered June 
14, 1961. Appellate Div. O’Brien | 
v. Ist Camden. For appellant —) 
Frank W. Thatcher (Joseph R.| 
Moss, atty). For respondent — A. | 


| Millard Taylor. 


The sole issue is whether de-| 
cedent’s fatal accident arose out! 
of and in the course of his em-| 
ployment. The County Court} 
held it did not and reversed the | 
compensation award. Petitioner | 
appealed. 

Decedent was hired by respon- 
dent on Aug. 4, 1958 as a guard 
for its new branch bank in Bell- 
mawr. 
son six blocks west of the bank. | 
As a result of conferences with | 


Decedent lived with his} 


the bank in the police car to 
enable decedent to open the bank | 


pensable, applies here. 
Affirmed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—Where a heart ravaged by 
disease succumbs to strain or 
exertion arising from the doing 
of the master’s work, though 
it be a normal incident of the 
service and such as a sound 
heart could withstand, there is 
a compensable accident. 

—If the employee’s work in fact 
precipitated his death, there is 
compensability, though he suf- 
fered from a pre-existing heart 
disease, was performing his 
normal duties, and his work 
entailed no more stresses and 
strains than those of every 
day living. 

—While fact that workman at 
time of heart attack was doing 
something involving greater 
strain or burden than he was 
accustomed to is of some prob- 
ative significance, it is not 
necessary to compensability. 

—Mere coincidence of heart at- 
tack and work effort is not a 
permissible deduction in face 
of evidence which, according 
to teachings of experience, 
demonstrates a causal relation- 
ship. 

—Requirement that heart attack 
be induced by “a stress or 
strain which was greater than 
ordinary stresses or strains of 
living” to be compensable, 
means only that there must be 
a showing of a _ work-effort 
causative of the attack but for 
which it would not have been 
sustained when and as it was. 


—Held, fatal heart attack suf-| 


fered while washing walls on 
job compensable on _ facts 
though decedent’s condition 


by a similar non-work-con- 
nected strain or effort. 


Kilkenny, J. A. D. rendered June 
14, 1961. Appellate Div. Burkley v. 
Atlantic City. For appellant — 
Alexander K. Blatt. For respond- 
ent — Harry Miller. 

Decedent, aged 26, was em- 
ployed by respondent as a fire- 
man from 1949 to Sept. 2, 1956, 
when he died while at work. He 
had had a cold for two weeks 
but had received no medical at- 


tention for it and had no history 
of any cardiac condition. He 
collapsed at about 5:40 P.M. 
while washing down the walls of 
a toilet room in the firehouse 
and was pronounced dead on 
arrival at the hospital at 5:55 
P.M. An autopsy was performed 
which disclosed his arteries were 
sclerosed throughout with some 
decrease in lumen size, that there 
was a “placque” in the coronary 
wall, and that death was caused 
by an “acute coronary occlusion, 
coronary artery disease”. 

Decedent had reported for 
work at 8:00 A.M. on Sept. 2. He 
performed his routine duties at 
the firehouse through the day 
without incident or complaint. 
At about 4:45 P.M., Captain Mc- 
Menamin noticed that there 
were stains on the wall of the 
toilet room, as though some 
liquid had been splattered there- 
on, about 8 or 9 ft. up, and di- 
rected decedent to wash down 
the wall which was made of 
plaster and rough in spots. The 
ceiling was 12 ft high. There 
was a commode in the room 20 
inches high. The room had one 
window but it was closed. 

At about 5:40 P.M. the captain 
passed the room and observed 
decedent standing on the toilet- 
seat with a cloth in his right 
hand and his arm extended to 
its fullest length over his head, 
wiping down the wall. Shortly 
thereafter a thud was heard and 
rushing to the room the captain 
and other firemen found deced- 
ent unconscious, face down on 
the floor, with his head near the 


|door and his feet towards the 
was such it might have hap-| 
pened at any time thereafter | 


toilet. Most of the wall had 
been cleaned. The captain test- 


|ified that ordinarily the walls 
| were broomed, not washed, and 
Digested from an opinion by| 


that this was the first time they 
were washed by standing on the 
toilet-seat and reaching over- 
head and out. 

The physician who performed 


|the autopsy testified for peti- 


tioner, gave his findings, and ex- 
pressed the opinion that the 
work decedent was doing at the 
time was causally connected with 
his collapse and death, giving as 
his reasons, among others, that 
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the stretching and effort exerted | 
in cleaning the walls was a con-| 
tributing factor aggravating or 
accellerating the preexisting con- 
dition and precipitating the fatal 
attack. A heart specialist also 
testified for petitioner giving the 
same conclusion. Two experts 
testified for respondent gave 
their opinion that death was due 
to ventricular fibrillation produc- 
ed by the preexisting disease, 
that nothing in the autopsy re- 
port justified a finding of coron- 
ary occlusion, and that there was 
no causal connection between 
the work and death. Neither of 
these doctors had examined de- 
cedent. 

The Division awarded compen- 
sation. The county court re- 
versed emphasizing that what 
decedent was doing was not “un- 
usual” or “unaccustomed”, or 
“more strenuous” than his other 
duties, and concluded that the 
work effort did not entail “a 
stress or strain greater than the 
ordinary st or strain of liv- 
ing’, and hence was not compens- 
able. 

Held: Death from heart dis- 
ease is presumed to result from 
natural physiological causes and 
the onus is on the claimant to 
prove by a preponderance of the 
probabilities that the employ- 
ment was a contributing cause 
of the death. But probability 
not certainty is the test. 

If a work connected episode 
aggravates or accellerates a pre- 
existing condition, the statute’s 
requirement of causality is sat- 
isfied. 

Since Ciuba v. Irvington Var- 
nish, the “unusual strain” doc- 
trine in heart cases has been re- 
pudiated. The rule now is that 
where a heart ravaged by dis- 
ease, succumbs to strain or 
exertion arising from the doing 
of the master’s work, even though 
it be but a normal incident of 
the service, and such as a sound 
heart could withstand, it is an 
accident within the Act. If the 
strain of the employee’s usual 
exertions causes collapse from 
weakness, the injury is now com- 
pensable. 

In Jacobs v. Kaplan it was said 
that the petitioner must estab- 
lish that the work effort preced- 
ing the occurrence entailed “a 
stress or strain which was great- 
er than the ordinary stresses or 
strains of living and so was an 
event or happening beyond the 
mere employment itself.” How- 
ever, that expression must be un- 
derstood in the light of the fact- 
ual context of that case. In that 
case there was no “specific” or 
“particular incident” which pro- 
voked the breakdown, and the 
picture was one of a day by day 
wearing down of a _ diseased 
heart, without more, — the mere 
end result of a degenerative pro- 
cess. Jacobs was not intended 
as any departure from the fund- 
amental rule of Ciuba that even 
usual exertions in the work 
which cause collapse of a weak- 
ened heart are compensable. 


The stresses and strains of 
every day living, properly under- 
stood, can be causative of heart 
failure, and if those stresses and 
strains are suffered by an em- 
ployee in performing his normal 
duties and that work-effort con- 
tributes causatively to the fatal 
collapse, there may be compens- 
ability. On the other hand, the 
intendment of the Jacobs deci- 
sion is that the employee’s death 
is not compensable merely be- 
cause he dies on the job, where 
there is no showing of work-ef- 
fort contributing to his demise. 
While it remains of some prob- 
ative significance whether the 
workman was at the time of the 
attack doing something to which 
he was not accustomed, or which 
involved greater strain than that 
to which he was accustomed, this 
is merely one factor to be weighed 
with all the proofs to determine 
whether the episode was contrib- 
uted to by the work or was solely 
attributable to natural causes. 


ress 





Mere coincidence of heart at- 





U.S. Still Owes Money Borrowed For Long 
Past Wars 


iio 





WASHINGTON, D.C. (ACCN)— 
The United States government is 
still paying off to its citizens on 
bonds and other financial paper 
evidencing indebtedness for the 
two global wars of our century 
and the Korean conflict, but few 
realize that such debts are also 
outstanding on earlier wars go- 
ing back to the Revolution. 

This old debt amounts to about 
$1.4 million, the Treasury esti- 
mates, and it is carried on the 
books not because the govern- 
ment hasn’t had the money long 
since to pay it but because certi- 
ficates and other paper evidence 
of the indebtedness have never 
been brought in for redemption. 
Some of this paper has perished; 
some of it lies moldering and un- 
recognized for what it is in for- 
gotten trunks in forgotten attics. 

This long-due indebtedness in- 
cludes $55,758 worth of securities 
floated by the then-Secretary of 
the Treasury Alexander Hamilton 
to help retire the Revolutionary 











tack and work effort is not a 
permissible deduction in the face 
of evidence which, according to 
the teachings of long experience, 
demonstrates a causal relation- 
ship. The view of some medical 
experts that effort and trauma 
are not causally related to cor- 
onary occlusion has repeatedly 
been rejected by our courts. 


Though decedent’s condition 
was such that he might have 
died at any time thereafter by 
a similar non-work-connected 
strain, for example, while wash- 
ing walls in his own home, the 
fact remains that here the strain, 
usual or unusual, which helped to 
strike him down, took place in 
the performance of his work. “As 
the proverbial straw can break 
the camel’s back, if the particu- 
lar strain which fells the em- 
ployee is the result of his work 
effort, there is a right to com- 
pensation”. 

The court is satisfied, on the 
facts and evidence here, that 
petitioner established by a pre- 
ponderance of the probabilities 
that the exertion and strain of 
the work decedent was doing op- 
erated as a contributing cause 
of his collapse, but for which it 
would not have then and there 
occurred. The preponderance 
of probabilities supports the 
opinions of petitioner’s medical 
experts. 

Reversed. 








War debt in the 1790’s. It also 
includes $711,700 of paper sold 
to help build 10 U. S. frigates 
when we thought we might fight 
France during the same period, 
just after the French Revolution. 
(We fought England, instead, in 
the War of 1812, and we are still 


| paying money on that one.) 


Smaller sums are due which 
originated in the War with Mex- 
ico and to cover the cost of 
fighting Indians in Oregon in 
1855. 

And we still have $576,280 
never claimed as repayment for 
securities issued by the North 
to arm, clothe and feed the Union 
Armies in the War Between the 
States. As for the people who 
bought bonds to do the the same 
for the men who wore the Gray, 
they largely lost their entire in- 
vestment since the federal gov- 
ernment never recognized any 
responsibility for the debts of the 
Confederate government or 
states. Some of this has been paid 
off in various forms and under 
various guises by the former 
seceding states, however. 





Announcement 


Sheldon Schachter has moved 
his offices to Raymond-Com- 
merce Building, 11 Commerce St., 
Newark. 
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Whenever a change in tax laws, in family 
affairs, in business or economic conditions 
makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
up-to-date Will. And no Will, if unre- 
viewed, is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 
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DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGES 


One of the most unpleasant duties of a lawyer is to take steps 
to disqualify a judge for bias. This can be a traumatic experience. 
Doubtless, the judge who is challenged feels affronted. The pro- 
fessional relations between the court and lawyer may suffer, and 
there is always present the fear that the client may be the subject 
of retaliation by the court in his decision, if he does not disqualify 
himself. Fortunately such cases are rare. 

From the common law maxim that “one should not be a 
judge in his own case,” there has evolved the fundamental doctrine 
that a judge is disqualified to act in any case in which he is inter- 
ested. By the common law the slightest pecuniary interest would 
disqualify a judge. Although Bracton tried unsuccessfully to in- 
corporate into English law the view that mere “suspicion” by a 
party was a basis for disqualification, it was Coke who set, for his 
time, the common law standard previously mentioned. Black- 
stone rejected absolutely the possibility that a judge might be 
disqualified for bias as distinguished from interest. 

The matter of disqualification of judges for bias is a large sub- 
ject and space limitations prevent a discussion of all the facets 
of this problem. Suffice it to say that in the United States the 
common law doctrine has undergone substantial change, and in 
many jurisdictions bias arising from relationship between judges 
and litigants, and judges and attorneys, and from other causes 
have been made grounds for disqualification of judges. Today, 
there is a wholesome recognition that human fraility may not be 
overcome by trained habits of impartiality; and that the stimula- 
tion of the public confidence in the integrity of the judiciary de- 
mands that a judge be not only actually fair minded, but above 
all suspicion to the contrary. This subject was discussed at our 
Supreme Court’s recent Judicial Conference and may be covered 
by a specific rule in due time. 

The recent decision of our Supreme Court in the case of State 
v. Deutsch, 34 N. J. 190, is 2 great advance in this field, and should 
do much to change the attitude of judges and to relieve counsel 
of anxiety in those rare cases where a disqualification of a judge 
may become necessary because of bias. 

The precise holding in the Deutsch case is an obvious one, 
namely that a judge is disqualified from sitting in a criminal case 
in which his brother is the prosecutor; but the value of the case 
transcends the specific holding of the case because Mr. Justice 
Jacobs, in a scholarly opinion, has laid down some salutary princi- 
ples governing the conduct of judges. He said: 


“It is vital that justice be administered not only with 
a balance that is clear and true but also with such emin- 
ently fair procedures that the litigants and the public will 
always have confidence that it is being so administered. 
See Frankfurter. J. in Offutt v. United States, 348 U. S. 11, 
14, 75 S. Ct. 11, 13, 99 L. Ed. 11, 16 (1954): ‘justice must 
satisfy the appearance of justice.’ To that end judges must 
refrain from engaging in any conduct which may be hurt- 
ful to the judicial system or from sitting in any causes 
where their objectivity and impartiality may fairly be 
brought into question. While the earlier common law cases 
in England took a narrower approach, the more recent 
English decisions have suggested that where the circum- 
stances are such as to create in the mind of a reasonable 
man a suspicion of bias there may well be a basis for dis- 
qualification though ‘in fact no bias exists.’ See Law v. 
Chartered Institute of Patent Agents, (1919) 2 Ch. 276, 289. 
Similarly in the United States there is a significant trend, 
stimulated by high-minded judicial expressions as well as 
broad constitutional and statutory provisions, towards re- 
cognition of a basis for disqualification where, in the eyes 
of the litigants and the public, the circumstances call justly 
for the judge’s withdrawal.” (Emphasis supplied.) 





Alaska Will Replace | Rhyne Calls For Lawyer "Crusade" For Peace 


Through Law 





County Government | 
With Boroughs 


Juneau, Alaska 
radically new 


San Jose, Costa Rica, June 12-- 
| Former American Bar Association 
am) — A) president Charles S. Rhyne of 
system of local| washington, D. C., today called 


traditional county form has been | 
adopted by Alaska’s second state 
legislature. The act provides for 
| the vesting of all local govern- | 
/mental powers in boroughs and) 
| cities by July 1, 1965. It estab-| 
| lishes “unorganized” boroughs | 
|}and sets up procedure for the} 
incorporation of “organized bor- | 
| oughs. 
| Basic permission for the legis- | 
| lature to take this step was given | 
lby the Alaskan constitution} 
| framed at a convention in 1955-| 
|56, when the 49th state was still | 
|a territory. From the actual} 
| achievement of statehood in 1958, | 
}it has taken until this spring to} 
get a satisfactory local govern- 
ment reorganization bill drafted 
and adopted by the legislature. 
| That this would be done was 
| never in doubt, however. 

| In rejecting what its propon- 
ents and public administration 
authorities generally consider to 
be the inadequacies of county 
government in the present day, 
the borough act recognizes that 
the State has a vital interest in 
making certain that desirable 
standards in local government 
are met. 

According to a summary of the 
act given in the May issue of 
Western City Magazine, incor- 
poration standards for the pro- 
posed boroughs require that the 
population be interrelated and 
integrated as to social, cultural 
and economic activities. 

Borough boundaries must con- 
form generally to the natural 





| government which abolishes the} on members of the 





geography of the area and must | 
include all areas necessary for 
full development of integrated 
local governmental services. Even 
more comprehensive considera- | 
tions relating to the economy | 
and to unifying transportation | 
facilities are included in incor-| 
poration standards. 

While the final decision relat- | 
ing to the incorporation of a/| 
borough is to be made by the 
qualified electors of the proposed 
organized borough, the first step 
toward incorporation is made by 
petition to the Alaskan State} 
Local Affairs Agency by 25 per| 
cent of these electors. Another 
state agency, the Local Bound-| 
ary Commission, holds public 
hearings and makes the final! 
determination as to boundaries, | 
composition and apportionment | 
of the assembly (the borough’s 
governing body), and assignment 
of area-wide powers for the new | 
borough. 

The number of assemblymen 
may vary from 5 to 13. Each} 
first class city and the area sur-| 
rounding it, included in a bor- 
ough, must have at least one 
member on an assembly. The 
balance of the seats are appor- 
tioned to these cities and their 
satelite areas according to popu- | 
| lation within certain ratio lim- 
| Itations. 
| While all boroughs will have 
}assemblies, not all boroughs 
will be home-rule boroughs, and 
|no borough will be set up initial- 
jly as a home rule area. To 
| achieve this goal, first class bor- | 
oughs must follow. prescribed 
| procedures. They may exercise 
; general law powers of first class 
|cities in the areas outside of 
|such cities after first seeking 
transfer of the particular power 
|from the cities to the borough 
| or the joint exercise of the power 
| by the city and the borough. 
| A fully home-ruled first class 





A realistic observance of the principles laid down in the Deutsch | borough, therefore, will consist 
case should help to eliminate much of the unpleasantness resulting | of a borough government exer- 


from the disqualification of judges. 


If counsel, or his client, enter- | cising 


jurisdiction of a home 


tains a bona fide conviction that a judge is biased, counsel should/| rule nature in certain spheres 


feel free to talk it over with the judge “man to man” and the} granted it by the st 
judge should not hesitate to retire from the case unless, of course,| the borough act, together with | 


legal profes- 
sion throughout the Americas to 
join a “crusade” for world peace 
through law. 

“The idea of a unified peaceful 
world governed by and operated 
under the rule of law has passed 
beyond the status of an idealistic 
dream to that of a necessity,” 
Rhyne told a group of eminent 
lawyers and judges from 23 
American nations attending the 
Continental Conference of the 
Americas on World Peace 
Through Law. The Conference 
was sponsored by the American 
Bar Association. 


The four-day San Jose meet- 
ing, which opened June 11, will 
be followed this year by regional 
conferences in Asia, Africa and 
Europe. A world conference of 
lawyers is slated for 1962 to seek 
means of furthering the use of 


law in international relations| 
both between individuals, and 
governments. 


Rhyne, chairman of the ABA’s 
Committee on 
Through Law, described the 
meeting here as “the first step 
on a long journey.” 





tain local government powers. 

Second class boroughs can ex- 
ercise no powers other than the 
required area-wide powers and 
a few others. 

All boroughs will have three 
mandatory area-wide powers — 
assessment and collection of 
property taxes, operation of a 
system of public schools, and 
area planning and zoning. 

A borough manager system 


;may be adopted or abandoned 


in the same manner as presently 
pertains for first class cities. 
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| Trial 


ate under 


able advantages inure to the 
tenants, the regular certificate 
holders, from the commercial ac- 
tivities of a nonstock cooperative 
housing corporation, such as 
lower than market rentals, in- 
clusion of income tax deductible 
items such as realty taxes and 
mortgage interest in their 
monthly payments, a book value 
resulting from their investment, 
and participation in distribution 
of the assets upon liquidation. 
Lino v. Morris ‘A-216-60, decided 
May 31, 1961) 

Reversed Law Div. judgment 


|for defendant operator of auto 


which struck rear of car which 
had stopped in traffic and in 
which plaintiff was riding on rear 
seat, on jury verdict of no cause. 
court erred in denying 
plaintiff’s motion for peremptory 
instruction to jury that collision 
was due to defendant’s neglig- 
ence. On defendant’s own testi- 
mony she had looked away for a 
second to attract attention of 


' friend on other side of road and 


when she looked forward again 
she did not have enough distance 
to stop without hitting plaintiff’s 
car. Trial judge erred in consid- 
ering failure of plaintiff’s driver 
to blow his horn as possible 
ground for verdict. New trial is 
granted as to damages only. 
Middlesex Concrete Prods. etc. v. 
Carteret Industrial Ass’n (A-144- 
60, decided June 12, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 
Burkley v. Atlantic City (A-288- 
60, decided June 13, 1961) 

Full digest on page 3. 
O’Brien v. First Camden Nat. 
Bank & Trust Co. (A-268-60, de- 


|cided June 13, 1961) 


° 


Full digest on page 2. 
COUNTY COURT 


he believes that the move is just a maneuver, to remove him| powers granted it by cities within | Mangieri v. Spring Tool Co. (Un- 


because the lawyer or litigant is disgruntled at some adverse ruling. 
It is safe to say that most judges will not want to sit in a case in 


which their impartiality is suspect. 





| its limits as to areas surrounding | 
these cities, and including also 
the cities themselves, which re-| 


ion Cty., Law Div. No. W. C. 799, 
decided June 12, 1961) 
Full digest on page 1. 


| “Many will shrug their shoul- 

ders at the proposals here and 
;call them ‘unrealistic’,’” Rhyne 
| Said. “But bold and audacious as 
| our program sounds, it should be 
| measured against the insatiable 
|demands of the day. When the 
| perils of the world are contem- 
| plated, our goal sounds modest. 

And when it is weighed against 
the soaring ambitions and ac- 
complishments of other profes- 
sions, it takes on a new prospec- 
| tive.” 

Pointing to recent accomplish- 
ments in the fields of science and 
| Space exploration, he asked the 
group: 

“Shall lawyers sleep while the 
| world is astir? If man can con- 
| quer space, surely he can try to 
conquer himself -- for that in 
essence is the meaning of what 
|we seek here, to substitute the 
quiet law court for the angry 
| test of arms. 

“Legalizing the world is our 
task and our most demanding re- 
sponsibility for if lawyers will 
|not bring the rule of law to the 
|}international community -- no 
| one else will. 


World Peace}! 


| “No program for a world of law 
;can succeed unless it is univers- 
|ally conceived, universally ex- 
| ecuted, and therefore universally 
| accepted. That is the reason for 
|following this very ambitious 
;global route of mobilizing the 
| Whole of the legal profession 

and for world-wide consultation 
jin which lawyers of all nations 
| have the opportunity to partici- 
| pate.” 

He said lawyers can “develop 
a warless world by replacing the 
war system with a law system, 
|'and suggested using the United 
Nations and its agencies as 
starting point. 

Rhyne stressed the importance 
of public opinion in fashioning 
national and international law 
“We must start by educating 
lawyers themselves, then thro 
lawyers the general public,” he 
said. 

A.B.A. President-elect John 
Satterfield suggested that if a 
“common core of principles upon 
which all nations can agree” can 
be derived from the traditions of 
English Common law, Roman 
law, Islamic law, Hindu, Chiness 
Japanese law and other legal 
systems, “the noble concept 
law will have been brought within 
the grasp of a world which suffers 
grievously without it.” 

He warned, however, that “1 
almost every nation in the world 
there exists deep suspicion, re- 
sentment, and lack of knowledge 
of the many organizations and 
institutions which seek through 
international cooperation 
bring the many nations and 
peoples of this world closer to- 
gether. We all recognize that 
there are many persuasive reas- 
ons for caution in accepting ¢ b- 
ligations imposed by an externa: 
or international institution or 
delegating authority to those in- 
stitutions 
























ests of the nation. But we shall 
only compound our problem by 
permitting unfounded fears or 
ignorance to reduce or inhibit 
legitimate proposals designed to 
bring a greater measure of law 
to the world community.” 
Satterfield noted that re 
developments in internati 
law have been towards agr 
ments in specific limited area 
of common concern, such as in 
commercial and cultural 
tions. 
| “If greater attention ° 
| placed on these less sensationa! 
everyday functions of law in tne 
ordinary business of the inter- 
national community, such 45 
; Shipping, ecorumic affairs, eip- 
jlomatic relations, internationa: 
jtrade and international com- 
munications, the world would be 
| much closer to the internationa! 
rule of law,” the ABA President- 
ielect said. 
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U.S. District Court Decision 





CONSTITUTIONAL 
CRIMINAL LAW — 
Petitioners were found guilty 

of murder in the first degree and 

sentenced to life imprisonment. 
hey were at the time of the 


LAW 


old. Their conviction was affirm- 
ed by the N. J. Supreme Court 
and certiorari was denied by the 
U. S. Supreme Court. They now 
seek a writ of habeas corpus al- 
leging they were denied due pro- 
cess in that their statements used 

evidence was obtained by 
force and coercion, that they 
were detained by the Newark 
Police for 10 hours, that no com- 
plaint was filed for 4 days and 
no arraignment for 10 days; that 
no preliminary hearing was held 
by the Juvenile Court Judge who | 
ordered them turned over to the 
Prosecutor to be dealt with as 
adults, and no hearing was held 
until the Grand Jury indictment. | 

Held: The New Jersey statutes | 
and rules of court provide for| 
certain procedures to be applied 
in matters affecting juveniles 
between 16 and 18 years of age. 
The New Jersey Supreme Court 
considered at length the alleged 
violations of those statutes and} 
rules and found them insufficient | 
to invalidate the conviction. 
These provisions are of a statu-| 
tory and regulatory nature and 
are not based on any right guar- 
anteed by the Federal Constitu- 
tion. Hence the question of 
whether they have been suffic- 
iently complied with is for the 
courts of the State, which have| 
found there was no basis for re- 
versal thereon. 

In New Jersey the admissibility 
of statements, and the voluntari- 
ness of confessions, which affects | 
admissibility, is for the judge 
lone to decide. In making such 
ision however, the court is 
jund by the rulings of the U. S. 
Supreme Court as to certain 
phases of the question of volun- 
tariness. Certainly confessions 
obtained by violence or coercion 
involuntary. And, unduly 
continued detention with exten- 

e and persistent questioning 
may amount to such psycholog- 
ical pressure as to destroy the 
voluntary character of state- 
ments so obtained. Of course, 
the police may question suspects 
and it is only when fundamental 





as 
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|held on June 29th at the Edg- 


unfairness results from undue 
extension of the examination so 
as to constitute it a veritable 
“third degree’ that such state- 
ments and confessions are to be 
refused admissibility. Generally, 
states have the widest latitude 
in their administration of crim- 
inal justice but the federal courts 
have the obligation of independ- 
ently examining the record to 
determine the merits of legal 
claims urged in behalf of a peti- 
tioner. A review of the evidence 
here, however, does not lead this 
court to disagree with the N. J. 
Supreme Court conclusion that 
the weight of the proofs was in 
favor of voluntariness. 

The fact that a rule has 
been adopted by the Fed- 
eral courts which denies ad- 
mission to confessions obtained 
before prompt arraignment, des- 
pite their voluntary character, 
does not confer upon it the status 
of a constitutional requirement 
and hence is not binding on the 
state courts. 

Petition denied. 


Opinion by Meaney, D.J. filed 
June 6, 1961 in Smith and Stan- 
ford v. State. Civil No. 109-61. 
Hymen B. Mintz for petitioners. 
Brendan T. Byrne by Sanford M. 
Jaffe for respondents. 


North Hudson Lawyers 
Club Play Day 
June 29 


The North Hudson Lawyers 
Club annual Play Day will be 


wood Country Club in River Vale. 
It will be an all day affair in- 
cluding luncheon and dinner. 
The day’s events include a golf 
tournament with prizes to the 
winners, a tennis tournament 
with singles and doubles trophies 
for the winners, a soft ball game 
with the Hoboken Lawyers Club, 
swimming, and other activities. 
Justice Proctor and Assign- 
ment Judge Artaserse as well as 
most of the judges of the county 
have indicated they will attend. 
Reservations are $13.50 each 
which includes the luncheon and 
dinner. Golf is $5.00 extra and 
tennis $2.50. Reservations may 
be made with Nicholas La Rocca 
or Lester Miller, co-chairmen. 
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had state-wide approval. 
are conveniently divided into 
Part I Specific Court and 
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NEW JERSEY PRACTICE SERIES 


“SKILLS AND METHODS” 


edited by former Justice Henry E. Ackerson, Jr., and Judge 
Ervin S. Fulop though only recently published has already |) 
The three books in 49 chapters || 


“SKILLS AND METHODS” is a needed reference work 
which covers many phases of the law available in no other || 
The three volumes will be useful to every lawyer | 


Convenient pay-as-you-use terms are available 


SONEY & SAGE CO. 


four main divisions: 


Administrative Procedures 
Guardianships 
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Jersey lawyer’s desk. 
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The Hudson County Bar Association held its 
Play Day June 9th at the Braidburn Country 
Club, Florham Park. Pictured above are the mem- 


bers of the Play Day Committee. 


G. Mango, Mario M. Polcari, Hon. Benedict A. 
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dent; 


(seated) Wilfred chairman; Alex 





New ABA Committee On Court Improvement 


To Launch Program 





Chicago — A new American 
Bar Association special commit- 
tee for Coordination of the Ad- 
ministration of Justice will meet 
at the American Bar Center here 
today to discuss a national pro- 
gram to help states improve their 
court systems. 

The committee will hear re- 
ports on surveys conducted for it 
on court problems in several 
states by Prof. Lee Silverstein of 
the University of Pittsburgh Col- 
lege of Law, a consultant for the 
committee. 

Heading up the meeting will be 
U. S. Supreme Court Justice Tom 
C. Clark, chairman of the 15-man 
committee, which includes state 
supreme court justices and other 
bench and bar leaders. The 
committee was created by the 
Board of Governors to make the 
national experience and leader- 
ship of the organized bar avail- 
able to states trying to solve 
their court problems. Emphasis 
will be on improving the struc- 
ture and procedures of the trial 
courts. 

The committee will work with 
leading national legal organiza- 
tions in helping locally sponsored 
efforts in such fields as court or- 
ganization, judicial tenure and 
compensation, calendar conges- 


tion, and the establishment of 
effective administrative proced- 
ures. 

This is the way the program 


will work: State conferences will 


be called, wherever requested, 
to study state court problems 
and help define goals for im- 
provements. The preliminary 


| study would be followed by a sec- 


ond statewide conference to 
which would be brought recog- 
nized authorities on the prob- 
lems involved, to counsel with 
state officials and agencies in 
the best methods and means of 
accomplishing the goals. 
American Bar officials empha- 
sized the program is a coopera- 


| tive undertaking to assist the 
states in locally initiated efforts 
|to enable their trial courts to 
cope more effectively with vastly 


increased case loads 
Serving with Justice Clark as 
vice chairman of the committee 


lis Albert E. Jenner, Jr., of Chi- 


cago, a member of the ABA 
House of Delegates. Other mem- 
bers of the committee and or- 
ganizations they represent are 
as follows: 

Sheldon D. Elliott, director of 


the Institute of Judicial Admin- 
istration, New York; Chief Judge 


| Joe Ewing Estes of the U. S. Dis- 
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trict Court for the Northern Dis- 
trict of Texas, Dallas; Glenn 
Winters, executive director of the | 
American Judicature Society, | 
Chicago; E. Blythe Stason, ad-| 
ministrator of the American Bar 
Foundation, Chicago; Massa-| 
|chusetts Superior Court Chief | 
| Justice Paul S. Reardon, National | 
| Conference of State Trial Judges; | 
| Missouri Supreme Court Chief | 
| Justice Laurance M. Hyde, Con- 
| ference of Chief Justices; Earl F.| 
| Morris, Columbus, Ohio, National | 
| Conference of State Bar Presi-| 
dents; John C. Feirich, Carbon- | 
| dale, Ill., Junior Bar Conference; 
|John Eckler, Columbus, Ohio, 
|chairman of the ABA Commit- 
| tee on Court Congestion; Dean 
‘Albert J. Harno, court adminis- 
trator of the Illinois Supreme 
Court; Chief Judge Alfred P.| 
Marrah of the 10th U. S. Court 
of Appeals, Oklahoma City; Cecil 
E. Burney, Corpus Christi, Tex., 
‘president of the American Jud-| 
icature Society; Wade Baker, | 
Jefferson City, Mo., National} 
Conference of Bar Secretaries. 

Member ex-Officio is John C.} 
Satterfield, Yazoo City, Miss., 
president-elect of the American 
Bar Association. 





The path toward improved} 
non-partisan standards of judic- | 
ial selection in the United States | 
has been marked in recent years 
by the Missouri Plan for the 
selection of judges in 1940, and| 
by the New Jersey court reorgan- 
ization plan of 1947. , 
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Beronio, chairman; Hon. A. Alfred Fink, presi- 
Annamarie V. Paterno, 
Charles De Fazio, Jr. (Rear) Harold Halpern, co- 


secretary, and 


R. De Sevo, treasurer; Edward F. 


Zampella, Louis Hoberman and William V. Roveto. 





Two More Law 
Professors Join 
"65 Club’ 


San Francisco (ACCN) — Two 
more of the country’s most dis- 
tinguished law professors have 
joined the “65 Club” at the Uni- 
versity of California’s Hastings 
College of Law, Dean David E. 
Snodgrass has announced. 

Hastings is a unique institution 
in that it has no compulsory re- 
tirement age for its faculty, and 
will generally accept no new fac- 
ulty members who have not al- 
ready been retired from other 
schools. 

As a result of this policy, it 
has become a veritable power- 
house of legal, if elderly, talent. 
Dean Emeritus Roscoe Pound of 
Harvard Law School rates the 
Hastings’ faculty as probably the 


strongest law faculty in the 
world. 
The two new members who 


have joined this select circle are 
Prof. Roscoe T. Steffen, 68, from 
the University of Chicago law 
school, and Prof. Rudolf H. Not- 


| telmann, 70, from the University 


of Washington school of law. 
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AT THE MIDDLESEX COUNTY BAR ASS'N ANNUAL MEETING 
Oak Hills Manor, Metuchen 





1. Norman A. Cohen, Samuel S. Cohen, Hon. 
C. Thomas Schettino, Joseph B. Schwartz and 
Hon. DuBois S. Thompson. 

2. Edward R. Gavarny and J. Norris Harding. 

3. Alfred A. Levinson and Eugene T. O’Toole. 

4. State Bar Secy. Emma E. Dillon, Hon. Aldona 
E. Appleton, new Middlesex Bar president, and 
Maria D. Stroumtsos. 


5. Jacob Ratner, Hon. Mitchell H. Cohen, Hon. 


Vito A. Concilio and C. John Stroumtsos. 


¥ 


Thursday, June 15, 1961 





6: Douglas M. Hicks, State Bar Pres.; Daniel L. 
Golden, retiring Middlesex Bar president, and 
John W. Woelfie, State Bar Exec. Secy. 


7. Fred J. Klein, Albert W. Seaman and Oliver 
R. Kovacs. 

8. (seated C. Christian Stockel, Jr., Schuyler 
C. Van Cleef and Hon. George R. Morrison. (Rear) 
Samuel Kaplan and Seymour Feingold. 

9. Francis N. Reps and Abraham A. Helfgott. 


| "Know Your Solicitor" 

Frederick C. Vonhof, a New- 
ark Jawyer who is now touring 
Europe, has sent us the following 
clipping from The Daily Tele- 
graph of May 25, 1961, a daily 
newspaper published in London 
England. The clipping is headed, 
“Know Your Solicitor”, in large, 
bold type and reads: 





“I do not care,” 

“to speak ill of any man behind his 
bar k. but ii believe he is an attorney.” 
Few people to-day have Dr. 
Johnson’s distaste for a solicitor, 


but often they find as many ex-| 


cuses to avoid going to one as if 
they had. 

Unfortunately, like toothache, 
a legal problem usually gets 
worse if left alone. 
ache, many people have 
problems without knowing it. 

Believing that prevention is 
better, and less expensive, than 
cure the Law Society has spon- 


| sored a guide to the services of a 





solicitor*. 

Far from being a do-it-your- 
self law book — potentially as 
dangerous as a make-your-own- 
atomic-bomb kit — the inten- 
tion is simply to indicate the in- 
numerable ways a good solicitor 
can be of use. And a solicitor 
can save his client not only 
money but also trouble and time. 

The solicitor is the general 
practitioner of the legal world. 
Twenty thousand are scattered 
over England and Wales 

Each one has passed an exam- 
ination so hard that few of their 
friends believe it. Each ought to, 
and many do, combine the know- 
ledge and acumen of the lawyer 
with the common sense of men 
of the world. 

It can be said accurately that 
in almost any matter which is 
not part of the daily routine of 
life a solicitor can be worth- 
while. 

Getting married, letting a flat, 
buying a house, lending money, 
making a will, having an acci- 
dent, starting a business, dis- 
missing a servant. claiming for 
loss, travelling abroad: in every 
case a good solicitor can be of 
assistance out of all proportion 
to his fees. 


His fees are in fact rigidly con- | 


trolled by statute and by the Law 
Society. Legal aid and advice 
can be had free or for a small 
sum in proper cases. Anyone can 
have up to half an hour’s con- 
Sultation with a solicitor for £1, 


if the solicitor is on the Legal| 
Just 


Advice panel, as most are. 
walk in. 


Where to walk in is another | 


matter. Like doctors and shop- 
keepers, solicitors vary. If you 
don’t get good meat change your 
butcher. Don’t be impressed by 
the title: “Fanshawe, Martindale 
and Hawkes” can be the firm 


name of plain Mr. Smith. Look} 
at the name in small print below | 
The Bank of England, | 


the title. 
which ought to know, has solic- 
itors with a one-word name. 


Looking up a solicitor in the| 


Law List in the public library can 
be chancy. Take advice from a 


+ |bank manager, an accountant, 


| Or someone else whose opinion 


you value. But the man who 


coped so well over Aunt Jane’s| 


divorce is not necessarily the 
best man to draft a will or ar- 
range the mortgage on a house. 

The small firm can give per- 
sonal service: the partner on the 
other end of the telephone knows 
all about his client’s history with- 
out being told. The big firm can 
provide specialists, but loses the 
personal touch. 

Three final words. If you find 
a good solicitor recommend him: 
he isn’t allowed to advertise him- 
self. If the case gets difficult, 
ask him to take counsel’s opin- 
ion: a good one never minds. 
Never try to save money by ask- 


ing a solicitor to act for you as) 
well as for someone else whose | 


interests are not the same: if 
you are leasing a house don’t em- 
ploy the lessor’s solicitor. 

*“The Services of a Solicitor,’ by 
B. Cockshutt. (Hodder, 2s. 6d.) 


} 
said Dr. Johnson, | 


Unlike tooth- | 
legal | 


H.J 


Summer Schedule Order 


| SUPREME COURT OF NEW 
JERSEY 

ORDERED that the following 
schedule shall be in effect in 
| the Superior, County, County Dis- 
| trict, and Juvenile and Domestic 
| Relations Courts during the per- 
|iod from July 3 to September 8 
| 1961, inclusive: 

1. All judges shall be on vaca- 
tion for the weeks of July 3 and 
September 4, 1961, except for the 
Assignment Judges who will be 
(on call for emergent matters. 

2. The period from July 10 to 
September 1, 1961, inclusive, will 
be divided into 2 four week per- 
iods with one-half the judges on 
duty each period except for the 
Appellate Division and Assign- 
ment Judges. 

3. Trial judges of the Superior 
Court and full time County Court 
judges will conduct trials and 
hear matters on a 5 day week 
basis in the Division or court t 
| which they are regularly assign- 

ed and hear such other matters 
in other Divisions or courts as 
|may be scheduled. From July 1 

| to 21, inclusive, jury trials are t 

|be held in criminal cases where 
|necessary to dispose of cases i: 
| which the defendant has been 
|}in jail for more than one month 
|During the summer the judges 
| will schedule non-jury trials, pre- 
|trials, settlement conferences 
| appeals to the County Court and 
| other miscellaneous matters. Full 
time judges of the County Dis- 
| trict and Juvenile and Domestic 
‘Relations Courts will sit on a 5 
|day week basis in the courts tc 
| which they are regularly assign- 
ed or may be temporarily as- 
|signed in the schedule of as- 
| signments. Part time judges will 
| Sit as scheduled according to the 
|}same arrangement. 

| 4. Motion days, except in t 

| Appellate Division of the Super- 
ior Court, shall be Thursday 

Where one County Court judge 
covers two counties during his 
duty period, motion days will be 
| as scheduled by the Assignment 
| Judge. 

5. Motions shall be heard 
follows: 

Appellate Division 

Motions and emergent appea:s 

will be heard at the Appellate 

Division Courtroom, 520 Broad 

Street, Newark, on days to t e 

designated by judges specially 

assigned. 

Chancery Division 


ial motions will be heard b} 
the judge regularly assigned 
to the vicinage if on duty. Ii 
the regularly assigned judge 
is not on duty, chancery mo- 
tions may be heard by 

Superior Court, Law Division 


in the county where the venue 
is laid. 
Law Divisions of the Superior 
and County Courts 
Motions may be heard by an} 
Superior Court or County Court 
judge on duty in the county 
where the venue is laid. 
County District and Juvenile 
and Domestic Courts 
Motions will be heard by the 
judge on duty. 
6. During the period from Ju-y 
10 to September 1, 1961, inclusive, 
every Superior Court judge :s 
temporarily assigned to the Law 
and Chancery Divisions and (0 
the County Court, District Court 
and Juvenile and Domestic Re- 
lations Court of the counties 
wherein they may sit; every 
County Court judge is temporat- 
ily assigned to the Superior 
Court, Law and Chancery Divi- 
sions, and to the District Court 
and Juvenile and Domestic Re- 
lations Court of the counties 
wherein they may sit; and t 
senior judge of the Superior 
Court on duty or, if none be on 
duty, the senior County Court 
judge on duty shall have all the 
powers of an Assignment Judge 
for the counties wherein they 
| may sit. 






/s/ Joseph Weintraub 
C.J. 
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Ships Suitors And 
State Statutes 


Continued from page 1) 








s Black and Douglas joined, 
concurred in part and dissented 
in part. The minority concurred 
with the conclusion of the Court 
that there was no cause of ac- 
for wrongful death in ad- 
Ity in the circumstances of 
ase, and that a state wrong- 
ful death statute could be util- 
ized by an admiralty court in 
supplementing the substantive 
t to recover. Once the sub- 
stantive right of recovery was 
reated, however, his view was 
t the remedy should be 
rmined by general princi} 
f admiralty law; the defen: 
applicable to the cause of acti 
fforded by state law could not 
recognized if they were dif- 
nt from concepts usually ap- 
plied in maritime matters. The 
basis for the conclusion that the 
remedy thus created would not 
e circumscribed other than by 
maritime concepts was said to be 
necessity for uniformity in 
iralty matters and the ano- 
’ that otherwise completely 
rent standards of recovery 
uld apply to death actions 
from those applicable to injuries 
hort of death. In the latter cas- 
whether a cause of action is 
asserted in the state court under 
the Saving to Suitors Clause,” or 
an admiralty court, federal 
epts of liability, and of the 
applicable defenses, control.” 
In the Halecki case, an action 
recover damages under the 
New Jersey Wrongful Death Act 
was brought in the Southern Dis- 
of New York predicating 
federal jurisdiction upon diver- 
sity of citizenship. The plaintiff’s 
decedent was an employee of a 
ontractor hired to overhaul 
a Ship’s generators during 
‘ourse of the craft’s annual over- 
11 at a shipyard in Jersey City 
perform the work it was ne- 
iry to spray the generators 
with tetrachloride, which was a 
compound Known to the 
edent and to his foreman : 
























fom 












the 










ing. Special ventilatin 
quipment and the ship’s own 
equipment were utilized to ex- 
haust the fumes created by the 
cal, but the decedent, who 
ost of the spraying, collap- 
sed the following day and died 
two weeks later of carbon tetra- 
chloride poisoning. The action 
was based both upon the alleged 
unseaworthiness of the vessel and 
upon negligence. It was tried to 
a under instructions 









iry that 
either theory of liability would 
render the defendant liable and 
contributory negligence on the 
part of the decedent would serve 
to mitigate damages.” A 
verdict was returned in favor of 
the plaintiff and the Court of 
Appeals affirmed, expressing the 
ew that the New Jersey Wrong- 
Tul Death Act included a cause 
action for unseaworthiness 
d that the concept of com- 
Darative negligence was applica- 
€ to the contributory negligence 
the decedent. 
Justice Stewart, for 
ity of the Court, recognized 
a cause of action for wrong- 
eath was essentially one of 
erpretation of the applicable 
Jersey law, but held that 


a 








the 
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ful d 






2s fell within the class of 
e benefited by the principle 
ndemnity for unseaworthi- 
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: The Salem County Bar Association was host at the Annual 
Four County Bar Outing for Atlantic, Cape May, Cumberland and 
Salem Counties, held on June 9 at the Buena Vista Country Club in 


Buena. Pictured above are the 


ness; and since both that theory 
of recovery and the cause of ac- 
tion based upon negligence were 
integrated in the charge to the 
jury, a new trial was required 

The dissenting opinion, which 
was written by Mr. Justice Bren- 
nan, with whom the Chief Justice 
and Justices Black and Douglas 
joined, was directed to the ques- 
tion of whether or not the plain- 
tiff’s decedent was a person for 
whose benefit indemnity for un- 
seaworthiness applied.” 

In the Hess case, an action was 
brought against the United 
States under the Federal Tort 
Claims Act to recover for the 
death of the petitioner’s deced- 
ent, who was drowned in the Co- 
lumbia River during the course 
of his employment as a carpen- 
ter foreman for a construction 
company hired to perform re- 
pair work on Bonneville Dam, a 
structure owned and operated by 
the United States and located on 
navigable waters within the ter- 
ritorial limits of the State of 
Oregon. The decedent’s employ- 
er, in order to perform the work 
which it had contracted to per- 
form, told the government in- 
spector of its plan to send a 
working varty, of which the de- 
cedent was a member, to take 
soundings from a boat near the 
foot of a spillway dam. To ac- 
complish the soundings, the op- 
erating personnel of the dam 
were requested to close certain 
spillway gates near the point 
where the work was to be done 
This request was compiled with, 
but a tug and barge unit carry- 
ing the working party, of which 
the plaintiff’s decedent was a 
member, veered and struck a 
pier as it approchaed the dam, 
stoving a hole in the barge and 
carrying the unit toward the part 
of the dam where the spillway 
gates were open. The unit cap- 
sized, resulting in the deaths of 
all but one of the working party. 

The theory of liability asserted 
in the complaint was that the de- 
cedent’s death was proximately 
caused by the failure of the op- 
erating personnel to close a suf- 
ficient number of spillway gates 
near where the soundings were 
to be taken. Liability was assert- 
ed under the wrongful death sta- 
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tute of Oregon,” and under the 
employers’ liability law of that 
state.” The wrongful death sta- 
tute permitted recovery for death 
caused by the wrongful act or 
omission of another, limited lia- 
bility therefor to $20,000 and pro- 
vided that the contributory neg- 
ligence of the decedent would be 
an absolute bar to recovery. The 
employers’ liability law of Ore- 
gon provided for the imposition 
of liability for failure “to use 
every device, care and precaution 
which it is practicable to use for 
the protection and safety of life 


and limb”.” No monetary limit 
on recovery was provided; the 
contributory negligence of the 


decedent served only to mitigate 
damages.” 

The trial, held without a jury, 
resulted in the entry of a judg- 
ment in favor of the United 
States. It was determined that 
the decedent’s death, occurring 
as it did on navigable waters, re- 
quired the application of the 
maritime law which would apply 
the Wrongful Death Act of the 
state of Oregon. It absolved the 
defendant of liability under that 
statute because the decedent’s 





death was not caused by the 
negligence of the United States 
or of its employees. The trial 


court concluded that the employ- 
ers’ liability law was inapplica- 
ble, that the U States was 
not responsible for the work be- 
ing performed, and that the 
standard of care prescribed in 
that Act, if applied to death in 
the circumstances there present- 
ed, would be unconstitutional. 
This judgment was affirmed by 
the Court of Appeals. The review 
in the Supreme Court was then 
confined to the contention that 
error resulted in the determina- 
tion of the court that the em- 
ployers’ liability law was not ap- 
plicable. 

Mr. Justice Stewart, speaking 
for the majority of the Court, 
held that, in the circumstances 
there presented, the right of re- 
covery was to be measured un- 
der the substantive standards of 
the state law, rather than of the 
admiralty law. He did not reach 
the question of whether a state 
wrongful death act might con- 
tain provisions so offensive to 
traditional principles of mari- 
time law that admiralty would 
decline to enforce them.” He con- 


nited 






cluded that the provisions of the 
employers’ liability law might 
constitutionally be invoked to 


afford the remedy for wrongful 
death in the circumstances there 
presented and left for determina- 
tion by the Court of Appeals the 
correctness of the District Court’s 
alternative finding that the sta- 
tute was inapplicable as a mat- 
ter of state law. 


Rev. Stat. § w20 (1959) 


Rey. St § 654.305 


18. Ore 
19 
20 


21 


(ore 
Ibid. 
Ore 





Rev. Stat. § 694.325 | 
22. Hess v. Unite States, 361 
319 (1960) 


The Chief Justice and Justices 
Black, Douglas and Brennan 
joined in the opinion of the Court 
under the compulsion of the 
Court’s ruling in The Tungus, 
stating it to be their view that 
so long as the ruling of that case 
prevails it should be applied “ev- 
enhandedly” even though some 
members of the Court believed 
that “state law is the measure 
of recovery when it helps the 
defendant, as in Tungus, but is 
not when it militates against the 
defendant as it does here.” 

Mr. Justice Harlan wrote a 
dissenting opinion in which Mr. 
Justice Frankfurter joined, ap- 
proaching the question in the 
light of the historical develop- 
ment of the cause of action for 
wrongful death based upon the 
creation of a remedy for wrong- 
ful death by state statutes; he 
concluded that the source of law 
in each instance was federal al- 
though the remedy which was 
provided by a state could con- 
Stitutionally be accepted by ad- 
miralty since only a remedy and 
not a substantive right was pro- 
vided. 

Since the Oregon statute im- 
posed a liability upon the defen- 
dant greater than that which 
admiralty afforded and prescrib- 
ed a standard of care different 
from that which was in accord- 
ance with the principles applica- 
ble to maritime torts, the appli- 
cation of such a state statute toa 
maritime cause of action offend- 
ed the requisite uniformity pre- 
scribed by the Constitution and 
accordingly was beyond the com- 
petence of a state.” 

Mr. Justice Whittaker concur- 
red in the decision except inso- 


far as it might be regarded as | 


conflicting with the views ex- 
pressed in his decision in Goett.* 








- FORWARDERS 





In the Goett case, a libel in 
admiralty was brought by the 
administratrix of any employee 
of a barge company engaged in 
repairing a river barge then on 
the waters of the Kanawha River 
in the territorial waters of West 
Virginia. The theory of liability 
was alternative: either the barge 
company was negligent in turn- 
ing over the barge for repairs 
without it being equipped with 
rescue equipment, or the vessel 
was unseaworthy because of the 
lack of such equipment, which 
lack caused the death of the de- 
cedent. The West Virginia 
Wrongful Death Act provided a 
maximum recovery of $20,000.” 


(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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The trial court found that the 
vessel was in fact unseaworthy 
and that its owner was negligent 
as charged in the libel and held 
in addition that the decedent 
was not guilty of contributory 
negligence nor did he asume the 
risk of injury. 

The owner appealed, and the 
decision was reversed, the Court 
of Appeals concluding that the 
barge owner owed no duty to the 
employees of the company charg- 
ed with making the repairs to 
the vessel once the vessel had 
been turned over to the repair 
company. It accordingly disa- 
greed with the trial court’s find- 
ing of negligence and held fur- 
ther that the vessel was not un- 
seaworthy at the time of the 
accident and that the decedent 
was not in the class of persons 
to whom the warranty of sea- 
wortniness extended. The court 
did not determine whether the 
law of West Virginia afforded a 
cause of action for wrongful 
death predicated upon the un- 
seaworthiness of the vessel nor 
did it determine whether the 
West Virginia statute incorpora- 
ted the standard of negligence 
prescribed by the maritime law. 

The per curiam Supreme Court 
opinion directed a reversal and 
a remand of the case to deter- 
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mine whether the West Virginia 
Wrongful Death Act employed 
the standard of law of that state 
or of the general maritime law 
upon the question of negligence. 
The case thus depended on the 
applicable substantive law stand- 
ard and whether the trial court’s 
determination as to negligence 
was correct.” 

A dissenting opinion was filed 
by Mr. Justice Harlan, with whom 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter joined. 
The ground for the dissent was 
that there was no basis for de- 
termining that the Court of Ap- 
peals did not correctly resolve the 
question of state substantive law 
controlling the action, unless 
such state law imposed duties 
greater than those created by 
maritime substantive law; he 
concluded further that the Court 
should not disturb the decision 
of the Court of Appeals that it 
was unnecessary to reach the dif- 
ficult question of whether the 
West Virginia wrongful death 
statute embraced a cause of ac- 
tion for unseaworthiness based 
upon federal concepts, because 
under federal law the vessel was 
not in fact unseaworthy.” 

Mr. Justice Whittaker was of 
the opinion that the Court of Ap- 
peals correctly determinea that 
the action was governed by the 
general maritime law as remed- 
ially supplemented by the West 
Virginia wrongful death statute.” 
He carefully articulated the view 
that the source of law applica- 
ble in such actions was federal, 
even though a state remedial 
statute was adopted to afford a 
framework within which relief 
could be granted. He observed 
that his conclusion was essential 
to preserve the requisite nation- 
wide harmony and uniformity 
required in maritime matters.” 
He also expressed the view that 
the Court of Appeals correctly 
concluded that the doctrine of 
unseaworthiness was inapplica- 
ble, citing in support West v. 
United States.” 

Mr. Justice Stewart filed a 
separate dissenting opinion. The 
basis for his dissent was that 
there was no reason to believe 
that the Court of Appeals did 
not apply the substantive law of 
West Virginia, which would be 
enforced in admiralty as enunci- 
ated in The Tungus with the ob- 
ligatio created by -the_ state 
wrongful death statute. An addi- 
tional ground for his dissent was 
that even if it could be consid- 
ered that the Court of Appeals 
erroneously applied principles of 
the West Virginia law to the case, 
it was not shown that the sub- 
stantive law of West Virginia was 
more favorable to the plaintiff 
than the general maritime law.” 

As a consequence of the great 
disparity of approach manifested 
by the members of the Court to 
the problem presented by the 
death of an individual in cir- 
cumstances where none of the 
federal statutes creating a cause 
of action applies, some reference 
to the source of law in maritime 
matters appears necessary. The 
conflicting concepts engendered 
by the Saving to Suitors clause,“ 
and the constitutional delegation 
of jurisdiction to the federal 
courts in admiralty and mari- 
time matters,“ suggest the wis- 
dom of judicial restraint in the 
enunciation of applicable prin- 
ciples, and the advantages of 
definitive congressional legisla- 


27. Goett v. Union Carbide Corp., 
340, 343-44 (1960). 

28. Id. at 344-45. 

29. Id. at 345. 

30. Id. at 347. 

31. 361 U.S. 118 (1960). (The owner of 
a vessel withdrawn from navigation owed 
no duty to respond in damages for unsea- 
worthiness. ) 

32. Goett v. Union Carbide Corp., 361 

340, 349-52 (1960). 
3. 1 Stat. 73 (1789), 28 U.S.C. § 1333 





361 U.S. 


tion in an area which has been 
traditionally fraught with con- 
fusion, with poorly articulated 
theories of responsibility and an 
ingenuous lack of regard for the 
practical consequences of piece- 
meal revisions of principles of 
substantive law. 

The United States Supreme 
Court considered for the first 
time*® whether a cause of action 
existed in admiralty for wrong- 
ful death in The Harrisburg.” 
Chief Justice Waite, writing for 
a unanimous Court, reversed the 
award to a widow and dependent 
daughter of the first officer of 
The Tilton who was killed by 
the negligence of The Harris- 
burg in a collision off Nantucket 
Island within the territorial wa- 
ters of Massachusetts. The Har- 
risburgh was a ship from the 
Port of Philadelphia. Both Mass- 
achusetts and Pennsylvania had 
adopted wrongful death sta- 
tutes.” 

The District Court for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, 
evidently following the then pre- 
vailing trend of the district 
courts, had allowed recovery. The 
Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit affirmed and among its 
conclusions of law stated: (1) The 
general maritime law did afford 
a cause of action for injury 
which resulted in death; and (2) 
that even if the statute law of 
the respective states were appli- 
cable, the built-in periods of li- 
mitation were not applicable, but 
the doctrine of laches of the gen- 
eral maritime law should apply. 

The Court reviewed the deci- 
sions of the district courts, in- 
cluding The Sea Gull,® which had 
allowed recovery for injuries re- 
sulting in death. It also cited The 
Vera Cruz,” in which the House 
of Lords had held that, under 
the statute regulating the juris- 
diction of admiralty, the court 
had not been granted jurisdiction 
to hear cases arising under Lord 
Campbell’s Act.” The Court con- 
cluded that at common law there 
had been no recovery for injur- 
ies resulting in death. It further 
concluded that under the Euro- 
pean admiralty codes no cause 
of action for injuries resulting in 
death had existed. It stated that 
the courts which had allowed re- 
covery had done so on the ground 
that “the common law is not 
founded on good reason, and is 
contrary to ‘natural equity and 
the general principles of law.’” 
The Court then stated: “[A]s it 
is the duty of the courts to de- 
clare the law, not to make it, we 
cannot change this rule.” The 
Court did not consider whether 
the law of Massachusetts or 
Pennsylvania could apply because 
the period of limitation of both 
had run. 

The Supreme Court again con- 
sidered the question of whether 
a cause of action exists in admir- 
alty for injuries resulting in 
death in The Hamilton and in 
La Bourgogne. These cases were 
not presented to the Court, how- 
ever, until it had decided what 
is now regarded as the landmark 
case of The Osceola.“ 

A seaman on board The Osce- 
ola had recovered an award in 
an in rem proceeding for injuries 
sustained when the master of 
the vessel had ordered the load- 
ing derrick lowered in advance 
of landing at a port in Wisconsin. 
The heavy winds from the Great 





Alling, 93 U.S. 99 
: me Court affirmed a deci- 
recovery under a state wrong- 
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ath statute. 

3€ 5 F.2d 610 (E.D. Pa. 1883), rev’d, 
119 U.S. 199 (1886) 

37. Mass. Stat. 1860, ch. 63, §§ 93. 99; 
Pa. Acts of April 15, 1851, and Anril 26, 
1855 

38. 21 Fed. Cas. 909 (No. 12578) (C.C. 
Md. 1865). 

39. 10 App. Cas. 59 (H.L. 1884). 

40. 9 & 10 Vict. L.R. ch. 93. 

41. 119 U.S. 199, 2213-14 (1886). 

42. 207 U.S. 398 (1907). 

43. 210 U.S. 95 (1908) 


44. 189 U.S. 158 (1908) 
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Retaining Jury System Held To Help 
New Judges 





Albany, N. Y. (ACCN) — Re-| the products of mischange are 


tention of the present system of 
trial by jury rather than its sub- 
stitution by other methods would 


| immediate 


and drastic. The 


jury’s characteristic of occa- 


| sional obliqueness is a good bal- 


facilitate the task of new judges, | ance.” 


according to William J. Flynn, 
Jr., of the New York State Bar 
Assn. 


Writing in a recent issue of| 


the New York State Bar Bulle- 
tin, Mr. Flynn, in an article en- 


titled “Public Preference for the | 


Jury,” cites several arguments in 
favor of retaining the jury sys- 
tem. Trial by jury has been 
criticized by those who believe 
that its use in certain types of 
cases, such as personal injury 
negligence suits, contributes to 
court congestion and delay in 
justice. 

The jury system, Atty. Flynn 
asserts, “rests upon collective 
rather than one-man judgment,” 
as would be the case with trial by 
a single judge, which is one sug- 
gested alternative. 

Mr. Flynn’s argument with re- 
spect to the aid which, he says, 
juries afford to new judges, is 
based on what he calls “the jury’s 
characteristic of occasional ob- 
liqueness.” 

“Sometimes,” Mr. Flynn writes, 
“there is criticism of the political 
system of nomination and elec- 
tion of judges .. . One must re- 
member that the appointive sys- 
tem prevailed for Supreme Court 
justices in New York until the 
constitutional changes of 1846, 
which made the office elective, 
and that the elective system has 
certain things in its favor. 


“While under the English sys- | 


tem [of selective recruitment of 
judges 
among practicing barristers] the 
transition [to the bench] may be 
smoother than for our own new 
judges, nevertheless our jury can 
be helpful at this stage. 

“The new judge upon taking 
office is suddenly set down in 
the middle of a bull ring where 








Lakes blew the derrick back a- 
cross the deck, injuring the sea- 
man. The Court of Appeals en- 
tered no decision but certified 
three questions to the Supreme 
Court: (1) Is a vessel liable for 
negligence of the master? (2) Is 
the master a fellow servant? (3) 
On the facts of the case, is the 
vessel liable for negligence? Mr. 
Justice Brown, writing for a 
unanimous Court, answered “no” 
to questions 1 and 3 and “yes” 
to question 2. 

In the course of his opinion, 
Mr. Justice Brown noted that the 
English courts since the passage 
of the Merchants’ Shipping Act 
in 1876,° and the American 
courts, without benefit of sta- 
tute but as a matter of general 
admiralty law, had been holding 
an owner of a vessel liable for a 
failure to see that all reasonable 
means had been used to make a 
vessel seaworthy before and dur- 
ing a voyage. The Court said 
that this did not mean that there 
could be recovery for negligence 
but that there was a cause of 
action for unseaworthiness. No 


member of the Court indicated ||| 


| 


that the American courts were 


exceeding their proper function | 


by allowing a recovery where 
none had been allowed by ad- 
miralty and for which no statute 
had been enacted by the Con- 
gress. This decision was not to re- 
ceive serious consideration by the 
Supreme Court until 1946 in Seas 
Shipping v. Sieracki.“ 

















(To be Continued) 


45. 39 & 40 Vict. L.R. ch. 80, § 5 


46. 328 U.S. 85 (1946). 
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Passaic-Bergen Legal 
Secretaries Award Law 
School Scholarship 


The Seventh Annual Installa- 
| tion Dinner of the Passaic- Ber- 
|gan Legal Secretaries Associa- 
| tion was held on Tuesday, June 
| 20, 1961, at the Robin Hood Inn, 
Clifton. 

The Honorable Morris Pash- 
| man, Judge of the Passaic Coun- 
| ty Court, installed the officers. 

Miss Irene K. Gallik was in- 
stalled as president. Other of- 
ficers installed were Miss Jennie 
D. Kuiken, first vice president; 
Miss Sandra R. Miller, second 
vice president; Miss Pauline Koz- 
| ielski, third vice president; Miss 
| Joyce Mateer, recording secre- 
| tary; Miss Helen M. Kolb, cor- 
responding secretary; Mrs. Ben- 
jamin Laptuck, treasurer; Mrs. 
Rose Korge, governor; Mrs. Marie 
Carlson, Parliamentarian; Miss 
Maryann Luick, historian. 
| Malcolm D. Talbott, Assistant 
| Dean of the Rutgers Law School 
| accepted a scholarship from the 
| Association and presented it to 

Miss Joan Sherman, this year’s 
| recipient. Miss Sherman is a res- 
|ident of Passaic and has com- 
| pleted a four year scholarship at 
| N.Y.U. for her BA degree. 





Assignment Order 


ORDERED that the temporary 
designation of Judge James R. 
Giuliano as Assignment Judge 
| for Middlesex County is cancelled 

effective July 10, 1961; 
FURTHER ORDERED that, ef- 
| fective July 10, 1961, Judge Joseph 


| Halpern is designated Assign- 
iment Judge for Middlesex 
| County. 


/s/ Joseph Weintraub 
Dated: June 12, 1961 
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Federal Tax Notes 


by Harold Kamens DEDUCTIBLE BUSINESS EX- 
REDEMPTION OF STOCK:| PENSE: Taxpayer had been quite 
Taxpayer could finance the pur- | successful as an illustrator before 
chase of only 400 of the 750 shares | her first marriage in 1914-18, and 
of stock of a bus company offered | after a considerable lapse of time 
asa unit by the then stockholders.| was again successful in the field 
A purchaser for the remaining 300}in the period between her two 





we 


shares borrowed funds to make| marriages. After the death of her 
the purchase. After the purchase, | second husband, she attempted to 
the other party had his shares re- | to write her memoirs but was un- 

emed and used the proceeds to} successful in having the manu- 






dee 
pay off the loan. script accepted for publication. 
' Held: Taxpayer did not realize|She also engaged in illustrating 
financial or economic gain | children’s books but did not com- 
n the redemption, which was} pete or sell any of the illustrations 
1ot to be considered essentially | before she suffered a breakdown 
alent to a dividend within] in 1951, when she retired. 
e meaning of Section 115 ‘g) of Held: Taxpayer was in the bus- 
the 1939 Code. Niederkrome, TCM | iness of illustrating for a profit in 
1960-89. 1951 and the total deductible bus- 
ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpayer | iness expense is determined to be 
s an employee of a wholly- allowable pursuant to the Cohan 
ed subsidiary of Sears, Roe- rule. Whitman, TCM 1960-88. 
making him eligible to par- CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer’s de- 
t e in Sear’s pension ceased husband made a secret 
W Sears sold 50% of the s process available to the U.S. Navy 
y’s stock, employees of the|in 1941. After his death, taxpayer 
5 liary were no longer eligible} sold her rights in the process to a 
and were given the right to with-| corporation in what was conceded 
draw their interests in the fund. | to be an arm’s length transaction. 
The government opposes capital 
yhich did not affect the corporate] gain treatment, contending that 
existence of the subsidiary, is not| disclosure of the secret process to 
a separation of taxpayer from] the Navy placed them in the pub- 
mployment and consequ lic domain so that they were not 
(payer does not come within | “property held by the taxpayer”. 
> Code provision giving capital Held: The Court finds for the 















ny 







































n treatment to withdrawals| taxpayer. The agreement with the 
on separation. The payment is| Navy was no more than a license, 
nary income. McGowan, CA-7,| and all parties treated the secret 
+/26/60. processes as property of the de- 

: : cedent up to the time of his death. 








ie Responsib] ials 
COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION sued Toe nee ce yo sn 
BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE) OO. a 
: & SIGLER the public domain. Huckins, DC 

iE se Fla., 4/1/60. 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
’ OF INSURED: PROPERTY LOSSES ATHLETIC CLUB DUES. Tax- 
34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. payer, an attorney, claimed that 
- Brescott 9-0362 he had joined an athletic club 












solely for business reasons. Be- 








,\ cause he used the club for both 
business and pleasure, the Tax 
Court supported the Commission- 


WANT er’s limitation of this deduction to 
two-thirds of his annual dues. 


2 The Tax Court also held that ex- 
S O ) F re) N E penses he incurred in connection 


with running for club office were 


L ‘@) C fa T E D y ] not ordinary and necessary, there- 
® fore not deductible. 


Held: The decision is affirmed. 

TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA Taxpayer failed to produce con- 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. vincing evidence that the Com- 
. issioner’s determination was er- 
roneous. The club was not an as- 
sociation of lawyers, nor is it con- 
ceivable that election would en- 
hance either his skill or reputa- 


LEGAL FOR tion as a lawyer. Long, CA-8, 
4/13/60. 


TAXABLE INCOME: In 1952, 


TRUST FUNDS taxpayer took $131,000 from his 
wholly-owned insolvent corpora- 


tion and deposited it in his per- 
sonal bank account. The with- 
oe drawals were shown as loans on 


the corporation’s books. Later in 
1952, taxpayer repaid $23,000 to 
the corporation or its creditors. 
4 In 1956, taxpayer was convicted 
Dividends Compounded »f fraud because of the transfer. 
Quarterly _ Held: Relying on Rutkin (343 

U. S. 130), the Tax Court rules 

that taxpayer has taxable income 








Per 
Annum 








18,000 in 1952. The court notes 
that, although taxpayer had an 
] to repay the funds, he 
hac control over them in 
Save by mail. 1952 ere (out = in- 
W. come. Leaf, No. 125. 

© pay postage both ways. ASSIGNMENT OF SALE CON- 


TRACT: Taxpayer sold a patent 
for payments during the life of 
the patent. Six years later he as- 


signed this contract to his wife. 


cu 


SAVINGS and F Held: The wife is taxable on 

LOAN ASSOCIATION subsequent payments. The ass 

ment was not an anticipatory as- 

120 So. Orange Ave. signment of income but a real gift 

Newark 3, N. J. of property. Reece, 24 TC 187, aca, 
IRB 1960-10. 


BURPO COMPANY 


Accounts Insured 
‘ Up To $10,000. 
> sease dof Savings received by 
oe 15th of month earn 
from the Ist. 

















Ppotostal Prints 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,.N.J. &a@l/77 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO REMDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE ON ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 


2. peer 








| - | 
LUMP -SUM PAYMENT: The | traders in securities with respect | _ LEGAL NOTICES 


court decree divorcing taxpayer |to stock dividends or liquidating; Dated: June 12. 1961 
from his wife provided for a lump- | dividends on stock they have bor- | *STATE OF CHARLOTTE H. LYON, 

sum payment of $25,000 to her | rowed ~imeident to a short sale! | verceat te Ge estes PJ a 
plus $3000 per month alimony./are capital expenditures and are | ‘is way’ made, on the application of tae 
Taxpayer contended the provisions | not deductible as nonbusiness ex- | usdersiwned. | Kxecutor of ald sitore uf 
taken together constituted a per- | penses under section 212 of the! said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber 


inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 











iod payment of alimony. | Internal Revenue Code of 1954 OF | fcnanus against the eatate of sald deceased, 
Held: The Commissioner’s con-|as Business expenses under sec- | wit:iu six months from this date, or they 
A a i ae | will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
tention that the $25,000 was a/tion 162 of the Code. | recovering tee om fd oe frat 
N =11M oa | ‘HE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
separate lump-sum payment and, | Ee ee eT ! ANLEY L. GEDNEY, JR., Attorney 
therefore, not deductible, is up-| Announcement | $25, Main Street 





N. J. 
29, July 6, 13, 20 





held. Knowles, DC Miss., 2/17/60. — 

TRAVEL EXPENSES: A third! Alexander C. Wood, 3rd having | 
grade teacher instructing in art,| been appointed a Judge of the| 
geography and other courses was| Burlington County Court, the | Fouues © ee et ee 
given approval by her employer | firm of Capehart, Wood & Scat-| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex, 
to travel in Europe in satisfaction | chard is being dissolved. Blaine | audersigned, Executor of sald deceased, 
of a requirement to either attend | E. Capehart and William B. Scat- | °’tie {5 Dezeby given to the creditors of oaid 


inder oath or affirmation. their c’alms and 


S sc] ] 1 = r rj j = 
summer school or undertake ap- | chard, Jr., will continue as part- | jnder oath or at main aed duceased 


| L.J.—June 
Dated: June 15, 1961 
ESTATE OF EMMA G. WALLMANN, 












proved travel once every five,;ners under the firm name Of) within six months from thie date, or they 
. R ver © yrosecuti , 
-— Capehart & Scatchard, with of- | 2." (‘ise "tine same aeainet, the subecrtber 
Held: She is permitted to deduct | fices at 217 North 6th St., Cam- ALBERT 1. VREBLAND 
a : | VRE N : BR N. Attorneys 
her expenses of travel as consti- | den. nO lace ; 
tuting ordinary and necessary $$$$________— og ey ee 
business expenses. Sanders, TCM LEGAL NOTICES eee soc Bich Ns ob et Ni eee 
1960-61. Dated: June 15. 1961 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
- selina eee : Pe Cs. i a DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
TRAVEL EXPENSES: Taxpayer | PSTATE OF MARGARET CARBERRY, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
—— bi bib Gated: da ES a To all to whom these presenta may come, 






Greeting: 


was employed for two full years, r yd 
Stttanant « | WIENER, Surrogate of tie County o wen, “HISREAS > to my satisfaction, 
| but by five different contractors, | this day made on the application ef the by Ga Geeta aneuad of the proceed- 
las an electrician on a project in| undersigned. Executor of said deceased. | j1.5 for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
secgg amas ‘bare | notice is hereby given to the creditors of |}. the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
| Rockdale, Texs . During this time, | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | },,)jers. deposited in my office that 
| intaina iy) | under oath or affirmation, their claims and abety . ’ WERMAN NC 
taxpayer maintained a home in | demands against the estate of said deceased| . See Pal ae ae ae 
; Austin, Texas, where his wife bata “a ee wir this date, ‘tim ~_— offic Ys situated at No. 24 Commerce Street. 
- a nes: wi ye forever arre rom prosecu Zz 0 is - v1 i Newark G t f Essex, 
| stayed. During the week he stayed | recovering the same against the subseriber. ea Pally 8 6 a ae 
sEORGE LATIMER a ; pipes ee 
1 — being the agent therein and in charge mae 


] qd retur cn G 
at Rockdale and returned to Aus-} yyy, PRE 



















Attorney 
| ti 7eekend | 42 " we : upon whom process served). 
| tin for the weekend. ceding 3 a: - complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Held: The Court found that tax- | ("June 22° 29. July 6. 13. 20 Corporations. General. of Hers» iesuing 
: : e New Jersey. pre y 
| payer’s stay in Rockdale was in- ; sa ceil of this Certificate of Dissolution. ey of 
gay ee rated: June 12, 196 NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secre 
| definite rather than temporary,|psrare of ABRAHAM SCHERMAN, | State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 


| le Jas deceased Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
| that Rockdale was, therefore, Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| gixteenth day of June, 1961, file in 
| taxpayer’s principal post of duty | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, - .d and attested consent 
Anke : this day made on the application of the | my office a duly executed a f gaid cor- 
}and, accordingly, a deduction fOr} indersisned, Executors of . | in writing to the dissolution of 6 

’ 5+) indersigned, “xecutors of said deceased, nt executed by all the stockholders 
| ¢ lodging whil j otic s here yiven t 2 poration. BC . y 
meals and lodging while Working | (iiq"aeceascd to exhibit to the subscribers, | thereot, which said cousent and the recere 
; le is denie =F malas j| of the proceedings aforesaic p now 
in Boenéale. is Genied. Ania ea- | ey Sustal te tents of tar Gaeaek | © a oak ee eee 
penses incurred while traveling within six months from this date, or they i oe See waad page 
to Austin on weekends are also cotesiing tas susie caine die Gane: fixed my Official seal. at Trenton, 














disallowed. Smith, 33 TC No. 119. LUBA (LILLIAN) SCHERMAN this Sixteenth day of June, A.D.. 
.] a. HERMAN SCHERMAN Seal) one thousand nine mdred = ane 
CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer had|/sauver 5. StROTA. Attorney sixty-one s seaiaa 

| EDWARD J. PATTEN 


Secretaru of State 


a contract to cut timber which | $ Park Place 


















required that he offer the lumber | !..J.—June : . July 6, 13, 20 | b.5-—Jone: 2. eee = 
to the owner of the timberland Digied-. Fane 24: 108) ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
for a first refusal option. | ESTATE OF FRANCES M. ROSE, deceased. | wi ys ee — 
‘ me ati : | Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| ‘Chek motion 
| Held: This res tion did not} witneR, Surrogate of the County of Esser. | ORDER FOR ¢ Behe OF NAME 
affect taxpayer s title to the tim-| t's day made on the application of the | 
WP sg a : ; i | undersigned, Executors of said deceased,| 1, the Matter of the Application ’ 

ber and did not limit his rights uotice is hereby given to the creditors of| jf “ove ALFONSO D’AMBOLA ) 

ita] in treat + | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers, | ¢,- jeave to assume the name o 
to capital gain treatment on the under oath or affirmation, their claims and | yy HAEL DOMINIA K DAMBOLA 


cutting. Wirkkala, DC Wash.,| 


jemands against the estate of said deceased | 
within six montis from this date r they | 









heving applied 





2/23/60. | will be forever barred from prosecnting or o t ‘ forth 
y JW. | recovering the same against the subseribers. | +), ) ind verified 
PAYMENT TO ATTORNEY: AUGUSTA J. MALADA | by intiff, for an Order 
ELEN R. SIMON ls ame of 





Taxpayer’s suit for damages was | 
settled in 1941 by the delivery to | 
taxpayer’s attorney of a check | REUE 
for $6,000 which the attorney en- 


sE R. KANEGSBERG 
"BEN BROWN 
t , Attorney 













‘ , .J.—Jun “29, July 6. 13, 2¢ 
dorsed and deposited to his ac-|——_——"—— = =" * 
count. Shortly thereafter the at- STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
: awd toemnuad IJEPAKRTMENT OF STATE 
torney died and taxpayer never) _ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
received payment of the $6,000. =| “";,reeeitg, Whom ‘hese vreacnta may come, 
Held: Receipt by the attorney| , WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
a eae rea y duly authenticated record of the pvroceed- 
was not the receipt Dy the tax- ings for the voluntary dissolution thenaad | 
en that the latte aaa by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
payer, SO that the latter was not holders, deposited in my office that 
required to report the payment in PARKFIELD CONSTRUCTION ©O. 
- at cotuel wanatnt | & corporation of this State, whose principal 
the absence of actual receipt. Han- | (mee ie situated at No. 1 Campbell Road. in 
the To p of Millburn, County 





naford, TCM 1960-78 


tate f y ree ic o 
s fat Jersey Ni la Ang 1 
Sta oO New Jersey (Nicholas A etor 































BUSINESS EXPENSE: Taxpayer being the agent therein and in charge gg oP 
: : - : aes , | "pon whom procese may be served). has n 
paid interest on < deficiency | complied with the requirements of Titie 14 ; 
sarlier veg . $ Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes of 
for an earsler y determined On | of"New Jersey. preliminary to the tesulng nd that. ¥ . 
t SLs ] ustme to t = of this Certificate of Diseolution ee ahall « y cortified pv of 
the basis of wes sie ae a — °"NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of | , o he f the Secret f 
payer’s livestock inventory. The | State of the State of New Jersey. Io Hereby | &)., = ae ae 
Tax Court held th, nterest to be Certify that the said corporation did, on the | «. ,., , led 
f SUS. ULES SSAUUENY Y . Winelaantts a June 1961 file ir </ (CHARLES S. BAI ™ 
properly deductible as a business my office a duly executed and attested consent |. | . J 0 pe 
expens rr e yf te in- in writing to the dissointion of sald cor- 
a pense for pury a de ermin moration. executed by a!]l tlie stockholdere aie ea ages 
ing a net operating loss carryover. thereof, which said couxent and the record He) i ah 
3 1 ; ‘a the proceedings aforesaid a iow on fil STPERTOR (LAW) 9 
Held: The decision is affirmed. | jn mv said oflce a8 penne aes iy Me <TPERTOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
i fj mav ffer j | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 LAW MIVISTON ESS COUNT 
Qualified men may differ in the have hereto eet my hand and af- | DOCKET NO. J 9514-60. Semel & Co.. 2 
valuation of livestock inventory, fixed my official seal. at Trenton. New Jer rporat Plalint br 
i rraneis Ortiz nd Jo«enhine irtiz @ 
and an adjustment is an ordinary Ni th day of June, fo. Defendants. EXECUTION 
‘ = = 2 Seal) A.D on yusand nine hundred Pp oitne C the best tated writ f 
and perhaps unavoidable incident and sixty-on 2 
of conducting such business. Un- peti ny BS ga 
der the facts the interest was an | 1-J.—June 22, 29, July 6 221.00 
ordinary and necessary business 
= ‘ + 9 - S TE OF NEW JERSEY 
expense. Polk, CA-10, 3/17/60. SEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Ghee ESTATE: Decedent:cs= |, eee ee nncuts an een 
: . ‘ 0 0 Or t prese ; ’ 
tablished an irrevocable inter nar ’ 
lace " ‘ @ Ponies ‘ is EREAS, It appeare to my satisfaction 
vivos trust under the terms of | ty duly authenticated record of the proceed 





thie} }; et enam — ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
which the enti et incOMe WAS | i,the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
to be paid to | vife “for her | elders, deposited in my office that 
j wna sf ” THE ANDREW-LAWRENCE 
maintenance and support” and CORPORATION 
after her death to decedent’s SON | 4 corporation of this State, whose princiva 
$ : office is situated at No. 14 Overhill Road, in 
‘for his maintenance and sup- | the City of South Orange, County of Essex. 
port”. The Commissioner con- | **#t¢ = — ee sinersone ee 
; ae aa being the agent therein and in charge tliereof. 
tended that tI ire value Of | upon whom process may be served). har 
"Ac 2 complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
. é ; ry Was properly Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
includible in decedent’s Zross | of New Jersey, reas to the issuing 
of this Certificate of hissolution. 
estate. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
° ee a } State of the State of New Jersey, lho Hereby 
Heid: Commissioner is upheld. Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
In the light of decec 


e 
ecedent’s wealth | Thirteenth day of June, 1961, file in 
t i the trust was sai my office a duly executed and attested consent 
the income of are ust Was said in writing to the dissvlution of said cor- 
not to exceed the amount dece-| poration, executed by all the stockholders 

thereof, which said cousent and the record 


dent would have been likely to} it*the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file 












| furnish his wife in satisfaction of | '" ™* *1¢ CE ee ror aee EREOF. 2 N 
| his legal obligation to support her. have hereto set my hand and af- | . bs 
L 33 TC N fixed my official seal. at Treuton. | ©. and Ninety-four 
| ee, 0. 120. i this Thirteenth day of June, | Seve: nts ($694.78 
Rev. Rul. 60-359: EXPENSES | (Seal) A as ane thousand nine hundred | *! : this sale 
ua - and sixty-one. Newark, N. J Jnim 12 

| FOR PRODUCTION OF INCOME: | EDWARD J. PATTEN. JOHN A PAOLBROIO, A 

. + se Lie ‘ Sn 
‘Amounts paid by -investors or! 1.3 June 99°90 "3019 6 21.60! 1.3. June 22. 90° July ts 
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Page Ten 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
— 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION , CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to ‘whom these presente may come, | To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom these presents may come, | To all to whom these presents may come, | 1° ali to whom these presents may come, 
Greeti Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ENRAUL INCORPORATED 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 100 East Kinney 
Street, in the Oity of Newark, a 3 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Henry H. 
being end bagel poate. and in charge Bhaey 
upon wh may served). haa 
complied with pithe > requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TBSTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fourteenth day of June, A.D., 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 


June 22, 29, July 6 $21.60 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


BADOR SALES ©0O., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jules E. Tepper 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of June, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my —_= office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.-—June 22. 29, July 6 $21.60 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

35 IOWA AVENUE CORP 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 50 California Avenue, 
in the City of Paterson, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Jules R. psseTman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ‘<> 4 on file 
in my said office as provided la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE GF INSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting 
WHISREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ly duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
HENMAN HOLDING ©O., INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 


fice is situated at No. 60 Park Place, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Arthur M. Karl 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Fifteenth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
i - 


in writing to the dissolution of sa! 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are ay =i on file 
in my said office as provided 


by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fifteenth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J June 22, 29, July 6 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


Zo 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 

NEW BEEF HOUSE OF IRVINGTON, INC. 
4a corporation of this State, whose principal 
iftice is situated at No. 1180 Raymond Boule- 
vard, in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Herbert M. Gannet 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid _* on file 


office as provided 

TESTIMONY WHE REOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


his Fifteenth day of June, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

J June 22, 29, July 6 


in my said 
IN 


(Sea 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

WILROD CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 

‘e is situated at No. 975 Lehigh Avenue, 

Town of Union, County of Unton, 
of New Jersey (William J. Sears 


being the agent meen 9 in charge thereof, 
upon whom process served). has 
complied with the coquirensents of Title 14, 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
siento that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixtee day of June, 1961, file in 
my vro a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 





have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenion. 
this Sixteenth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) A.D., — thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDW AKD a) PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 22, 29, July 6 $21.60 


NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

EAST ORANGE JUNIOR OORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 17 West 48th Street, 
in the City of Bayonne, County of Hudson, 


STATE OF 


State of New Jersey (Margaret Sedlak 
being the agent therein and in charge therevf, 
upon whom procese may be served). haa 


requirements of Title 14 
“orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


compiled with the 


State of the State of New Jersey, I’) Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissvlution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholder+ 
thereof, which said conuseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in mv said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WIHEREOF ] 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

this Twelfth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 22, 29. July 6 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ty duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous coneent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


Z.K.B.W. REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 105 Avenue L, 
in the City of Newark, QGounty of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Louis Zuckerman 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesulng 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, !, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day of June, 1961, file in 
mys office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration, executed by all the stockholder# 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are ay we en file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twelfth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 22, 29, July 6, 13 $28.35 
NOTICE 
Take Notice that on July 17, 1961 at 


9:30 in the forenoon, we, Mary Jaquindo 
and Mary Rose Jaquindo, an infant by her 
mother and natural guardian Mary Jaquindo, 
shall apply to the Essex County Court at 
the Essex Court House in the City of New- 
ark, New Jersey, for a judgment authorizing 
us to om 5 <a —— 2.4 s. --spee and 

Mary Rose vely. 

M “ARY “TAQUINDO. P Tadividually, 
MARY JAQU ~ecgggd - mother and 
natural guardian 
MARY ROSE SAOUINDO 

June 22, 29, July 6, 13 $10.71 

OF APPLICATION FOR 

NAME CHANGE, 





NOTICE 


TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
sion, Court House, Newark, New Jersey, on 
July 17, 1961, at 9:30 o'clock in the fore- 
noon for a judgment to assume the name of 
Katherine Suzanne Johnson. 

Katherine Karmiris 
Mary Seidman-Brownlee 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
215 Court = 
Newark 3, New Jersey 
DATED: ae 7. 1961 
L.J.—June 22, 29, July 6, 13 


TAKE NOTICE, that on the 29th day of 
June, 1961 at 9:30 o'clock in the forenoon, 
I, Remolo Potenzone shall apply to the Essex 
County Court, at the Essex County Court 
House, Newark, New Jersey for a Judgment 
authorizing me to assume the name of Ray- 
mond Potenzone. 

REMOLO POTENZONE 
BENDIT, WEINSTOCK, CUMMIS 

& KRONER 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
744 Broad Street 
Newark, New Jersey 
L.J.—June 1, 8, 15. 


$10.71 





22 $10.08 





Dated: June 12, 1961 

ESTATE OF MILDRED L. DAVIS, deceased. 

fevant to the omer of LAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex 
thie day made on the application of the 
undersigned Executor of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of sald deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the enbecriber 

CHARLES TRACHTENBERG 

CHARLES TRACHTENBERG, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2. N. 


J. 
L.J.—June 22, 29, July 6, 13. 20 





Dated: May 24, 1961 

ESTATE OF KATHERINE BBEOCK, 

deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said dec 
within six mon from is date, or they 
will be forever Phage from a = 


recovering the against the subscriber. 
THE HOW. ‘ARD y SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

DAVID 8S. BINGHAM ttorney 

744 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N. J. 


N. 
L.J.—June 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 





bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fifth day o? June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
o all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


THE HOLIDAY POCONOS, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ofee is situated at No. 17 Academy Street 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Alexander Krause 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Cercify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of June, 1961, le in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings —— are og ll on file 





said office as provided by 
“a IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of June, 
(Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To call to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


‘ 





holders, deposited in my office that 
LEKNEH, INC 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 57 County Avenue, 

in the Town of ‘aucus, County of Hudson, 

State of New 7a ‘rsey (Charles Henkel 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-first day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the dhe ge aforesaid are _. on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Thirty-first day of May, 

(Seal) A.D., onl ee nine hundred 

and sixty 
EDW ARD v * PATTEN 
a i ~ State. 

L.J.—June 8, 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
o all to wo these presents may come, 
Greeti 


Ww HPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

WASHINGTON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
u . 7 Academy Street, 
i : of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of iow Jersey (Milton J. Finkelstein 
being the agent therein Lone in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the vequtvements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

Bg THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

te of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-ninth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

in my raid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 








have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-ninth day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
Dated: May 25, 1961 
ESTATE OF FRED G. MAYER, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subecribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six ow ths from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 


FRANK J. MEYERS 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad St. 

Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22. 29, July 6 





appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CONDICO, INC. 

@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 223 Thirteenth Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph H. Farnham 
being the agent pecan and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process ay be served). bas 
complied with the veuuirensants of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


WHEREAS, It 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact} 
by duly authenticated record of the vriweeg 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SPRUCE APARTMENTS, INC, 
a reg pager on of this State, whose | 
office is nated at No. 67 5 South 10th 
n the ‘ity of New County of 
State of New Je rsey (Morris Ch rin 
being the agent therein and in charge tliere»t, 
upon’ whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary o! 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ito Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on 
Twenty-ninth day of May, 1961, file iy 
my office a duly executed and attested consext 



















in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | oration, executed by all the stockho! 
thereof, which said cousent and the record; thereof, which said cousent and the reeord 
of the proceedings aforesaid ge _ on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Sle 
in my said office as provided in my said office as provided by law 
IN TES TIMONY WHEREOF. I IN TESTIMONY WHERE ! 
have hereto set my hand and atf- have hereto set my hand a af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of May, this Twenty-ninth day of May 
(Seal) = D.. one <a nine hundred! (Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundrag 
nd xty~< and sixty-one. 
EDW AED I. ° PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. ok a State. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | L.J.—Ju 8, 15 $21. 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW sEneny 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT DEPARTMENT OF 


TE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
AIR-WAY HEATING CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 241 North Day Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Grace G. Landwehr 
being pars ge therein and in charge thereof, 
upon hom ocese may be served), has 


complied witht the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
(Seal) <A.D., one neat nine hundred 
and sixty~< 
EDWARD ¥ PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposi in my office that 
“EVELYN CORP” 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 295 Oraton Street 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (E. Kuhn, Pres. 


being the agent therein and in charge poorest 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title i. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, l)o Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my raid office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 


bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary af State. 
L.J.—June 8. 15, $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF IDJSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greetin. 

WHERE as, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

APHCO CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 83 East Prospect Street, 
in the Borough of Waldwick, County of Ber- 
gen, State of New Jersey (Leonard Fine 
being the agent therein and in charge 7 
upon whom process may be served). ha 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in mr _ office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





ll hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary a State. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, $21.60 
Dated: mf 17. 1961 
ESTATE OF GIDEON STUDLEY, deceased 
want to the order of Davin H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex. 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subecriber. under 
oath or affirmation. their claims and demands 
against the poy of said deceased within six 
months from this date, or they will be Serovar 
barred from wnt ren od recovering the 
same against the subscri 
THE SUMMIT TRUST COMPANY 

BOURNE, SCHMID, BURKE & NOLL. 

Attorneys 
382 Springfield Avenve 
Summit. N. 
L.J.—May 25, June 1, 8, 15, 22 


STA’ 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed: 
ings for the voluntary dissolution there! 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holders, deposited in my office that 


THE SELVIN REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 400 - 38th Street, in 
the City of Union City, County of Hudson 
State of New Jersey (Marvel 8S. Plawt 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of vised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of June, 1961, file & 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said tr 
poration, executed by all the stockhold 
thereof, which said cousent and the r 
of the proceedings aforesaid _ 7 
in my said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREO! a | 
hereto set my d af: 
fixed my official seal. 


this Eighth day 
A.D., one thousand 
and eixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary “ee 








have 





(Seal) 








L.J.—June 15, 22, $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 





eed: 
d 
eof 





bs duly authenticated record of the vr 
ings for the voluntary diseolution th 
by the unanimous consent of ali the sto 
holders, deposited in my office that 
KINGWOOD OORP. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 352 Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Esser 
State of New Jersey (Louis Lando 
being the agent therein and in charge th: 
upon whom process may be served) 
complied with the requirements of Tite | 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Her 
Certify that the said corporation did, on 
Eighth day of June, 1961, file & 
my office a duly executed and attested cons<a! 
in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration. executed by all the stockh 
thereof, which said cousent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREO! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Eighth day of June, A.”.; 
one — nd nine hundred 4n¢ 


sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. eee 
L.J.—June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 















(Seal) 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
COUNTY COURT ¢ C-82 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT, LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET NO. DJ 39, PAGE 452 

Adelino Vasquez, Plaintiff, vs. Spanish-A 

ican Political Assn., a New —~ corm 

tion, Defendant. ECUTION 

By virtue of the above 
Execution, to me directed, 
for sale by Public Vendue, 
Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room 
Newark, on Tuesday, the 11th day of J 
next, at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time 
the right, title and interest of the above 
named defendant, of, in and to all that tract 
or parcel of land and premises situate, 
lying and being in the City of Newark. 
Essex County, New Jersey: 

Beginning at a point on the 
line of Lafayette Street distant 47 ft. | 
erly from the Northwesterly corner 0 - 







northerly 
west: 


running along Lafayette Street, North 6 
West 50 feet; thence North 27° 53’ st 
feet; thence South 62° 7' East 
thence South 27° 53’ West 100 feet to the 

place of beginning. 
Being lots Nos. 5 & 6 on Block 4 on the 
nis Properties mad 








Map of Ayers & Tu e 

April, 1961, by Ellis Dunn. Surveyor, and 

filed in the Register’s Office of Essex © y 

July 14, 1869, in Book A of Maps, Base 18 
e 


Known as 355 Lafayette Street. be 
N. J., and Lots 24 and 25, Block 1982. 02 
Tax Map. . 

The approximate amount of the Judgmest 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Five Hundred and Bighty-one Dollars end 
Thirty-four cents ($581.34), together with 
the costs a this sale. 

Newark, J., June 5. 1961. 

JOHN cae — ERCIO, Acting 
chard M. Glassner, 
L.J.—June Be ‘= 29, July 6 


Dated: May 26. 1961 
ESTATE OF WALTER C. CLAUSEN. 
deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID &. 


Sheri? 
7 ttorney 
$34.65 





WIENER, Surrogate me 
this day made om the application of the 
undersigned. E id 4d 7 
is hereby en the creditors ° 
said deceased to exhibit to the subec 


within six months from this date, oF 
will oe Sacer from P eager me _o 

Tecove: 3 the zainst e su 
THE HOWARD ‘SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 


Newark 2. N. J. 





L.J.—June 8, 15, 22, 29, July 6 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 
eting 
EREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
authenticated record of the proceed- 
gs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 








the stock- 





_ deposited in my 
GRAND COMPANY, 





Jersey 
g the agent therein and 


thereof, 
bas 


in chara 
served). 
edi with the requirements of Title 14. 


whom process may be 








mus. General, of Revised Statutes 
"Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
Ww. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby 
fs that the said corporation did. 
ay of June, 1961 file 
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NO 
State 





















on the | 
in| 





STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY OF NEW JERSEY 


OF STATE | 
| 
| 
| 


: STATE 
DEP TMENT 3 - 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION , 
6 aut, 0 whom these presents may come, | he sohom: these presente May Come, 
sreett 


ng yi A i 
WHEREAS, It apocare to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 








} by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed-| jigs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | },; the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-/ },.WJers, deposited in my office that 
| holders, deposited in my office that , VIM ROU’ ‘ INC. 
oR “ ie ace oO 2 18, 
i. JOHNSON APARTMENTS, INC, {a corporation of this State, whose principal 
a corvoration of this State. whose principal | omce is situated at No. 208 North Woods 
pe situated at No. 45 Church Street. | Drive, in the Village of South Orange, County 
the City of Paterson. County of Passaic. | of Resex, State of New Jersey (Richard Baime 
te Ne Jersey (Irving Rubin iin. Sa 





d in charge thereof. 
be served). has 
rements of Title 14. 
Revised Statutes 


being the agent there! 
upon whom process 
complied with the requi 
Corporations, General, of 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes) o¢ New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
of this Certificate Dissolution. | Now THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 


e of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
said corporation did. on the 
1961, file in 


Certify that the 
Twenty-sixth day of May 




















my off € & duly oo — atteated: coaten. | Second day of June, 1961, file 10/ my office a duly executed and attested consent 
a ee gre ne a the stockholders | M5 office a duly executed and attested consent | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
jrguue chich said cousent and the record | ! writing to the dissolution of said cor-| poration. executed by all the , stockholders 
net vroceedings aforesaid are now on file poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said cousent and the record 
said offce as provided by law thereof, which said cousent and the record | «f the proceedings af weeai i are now on file 
gi! ON WHEREOF. |] | of the proceedings aforesai d are oe om file | in my said office as provided by law. | 
Se ae hand and af-| in my said office as provided } IN TEST IMONY WHEREOF, |! 
rw mv official seal. at Trenton, = TESTIMONY WHEREOE. di paca heretc ai — Pon 
* mm a <a Sei ave hereto set my hand and af- | ( al seal. % 
S ce. Pg on nine Raanead fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | this Twenty-sixth day of May. 
and sixty-one. this Second day of June, A.D.. | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Seal one thousand nine hundred and | sixty-one 
rie af of State. sixty-one. | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
8 22 $21.60 EDWAKD J. PATTEN Secretary of State 
rg? gg of State. 1 LJ June 15, 22, 2 $21.60 
Dated: June 2. 1961} /-J-—June 15, 22. 29 $21.60 | is Saseerres aS 
STATE OF JOHN A. SCHRINK, deceased. STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
rsuant to the order of DAVID H STATE OF NEW JER | DEPARTMI OF STATE 
NER, Surrogate of the Count y of Essex. DEPARTMENT OF 3‘ | CERTIFICATE “OF DISSOLUTION 
made on the application of the CERTIFICATE OF l)JSSU ‘t TION | To all to whom these presents may come, 
zned, Executor of said To all to whom these presents may come,| Greeting 
D is hereby given to the Greeting: | WHBREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ed to exhibit to the su WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
or affirmation, their ‘ a by duly authenticated record of the wroceed- | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
against the estate of said ase ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
six months from this date, or they | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | holders, deposited in my office that 
fe —, DETTeD a Faye A or) holders, deposited in my office that | VIM HOBOKEN, INC 
r Same against the yscriber. | WHITESTONE COMPANY, LNC. a corporation of this State whose principal 
HE NATION: taeaae BAW GP |e comssution OF Ghis Giats, Whiee sitetieut office 18 situated at No. 318 Washington 
'Z & STAMLER. Attorneys uated at No. 1039 Springfield Ave- Street, in the City of Hoboken, County o 
aE the Town of Irvington, County of | Hudson, State of New Jersey (Arthur Oxen- 
ssex, State of New Jersey (Willi berg. being the agent therein and in 


nerce Street 
2 








e 8, 15, 22, 29, July 6 
Dated: June 2. 1961 
S OF LILLIAN M. DeMARS 
to the order of DAVID H 





Surrogate of the County of Essex, 





made on the application of the 
gned. Executor of aaid deceased 
s hereby given to the creditors of 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


8 l-ceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
sath or affirmation. their claims and 
is against the estate of said deceased 
wit six months from this date. or they | 
% ~ forever oon oM tro Mm prosecuting or | 
re ring the se: gainst ae st rbseriber 


FRANK bos MAS 
& LONGSTREET, 
J ce 


, 





a 
. 22, 29, July 6 





Dated: May 25. 1961 
ESTATE OF DANIEL A. FRIEDMAN 
to the order of DAVID H 
Surrogate of the County of Essex 
made on the application of the 
rsigned Executors of said deceased 
hereby given to the creditors of 











-ased. to exhibit to the subscribers 
affirmation. their claims and 

agai st the estate of cai deceasex 

six months from this date. or they 


prosecnting or 
subscribers 





forever barred fr ‘m 
against a 


e 
FRIEDM 






















































iam Newman 
being the agent therein and in on Se caaenny 
upon whom procese may be serv por an x ah . 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
ot New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | ‘ssuing of this Cert cate of Dissolution. 


charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
has complied with the requirements 





: 5 mane 2 NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
°f OW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of | State of the State of New ‘Jersey, oe 

re . = Ne bi .D Certify that the ‘said corporation did. on the 
State of the State of New Jersey o Hereby weiteaity das. of Mas, 10685, fie) ta 


C i . on the 
ertify that the said corporation did, o ae olive a duly ted and giteaticn conment 


execu 



























Fifth day of June, 1961, file in| in writing to i ution of said cor- 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | poration, execu by all the stockholders 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | thereof. ic i msent and the record 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | of t aid are row on file 
thereof, wh said cousent and the record | in my ied _by law. 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | WHEREOF. 1 
in my raid office as provided by law. my hand and af- 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 seal. at Trenton. 
heave hereto set my hand and af- | day of May, 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | (Sea!) nine hundred 
| 
this Fifth day of June. A.D..} 
Se one Pipa d nine hundred and | 
sixt | L.J.—Jr $21.60 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, } taser St Sener 
Se F of State. 
ne 15. 32. 29 $21.60 | Dated: May 22. 1961 
a pe a ag OF MAX ESB ERG, deceased. 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY |. ee to the or of DAVID H. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE WIE NE R. County of Essex, 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION d application of the | 
To all to whom these presents may come, of said deceased. 
Greeting: t creditors of 
WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. he subscriber. 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- claims and | 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | « said deceased 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | wi fr s date, or they 
lders, deposited in my office that re from prosecuting or 
* + +} 


subscriber 





be 
VIM PL. Si INC. RICHARD B. LAN 



























































STANFORD J. FR TEDMAN =e sERG 
ALVIN M KENDI =} : ott Prost SEYMOTR J. a SOLOMON, 
ry . “Der 7 . ) +arneve 
me Union, State of New Termes ( ‘Abrat 7am Rogoft Newask 2. NI 
8 15. 22. 29 being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | 7 7" une 1. 8 15 
oe sae ces __6#§ | upon whom process may be served). has | 
a vm plied with the requirements of Title 14. | ————————— ; ade 
: MATTER OF THE ESTAT ”} orpora tic Gene of Revised Statutes | Dated: May 24, 1961 
E_E. ROSSAUER, DECEASED. tf New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | pSTATE OF BERNICE C. KLINE, deceased 
OF SETTLEMENT OF apes XOTUNT | of this Certificate Dissolution. | > nt e order « DAVID H.| 
y IS HEREBY GIVEN that the NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of f the ty of Essex, 
mn i final account of FTIDEL ITY UNI ON State of the State of New Jersey, Ito Hereby | ° on of the 
gad as st itor of the I Certify that the said corporation did, on the rator said deceased. | 
t of E. Rossa Twentr-sixth day f May. 1961. file in| the creditors of | 
‘ited ‘ook stated aha Nea bch ey Ae ori ys De Reed the subseriber 
Court of New my office a duly executed and attested consent | ir clai ima and 
i f lement to the or | in writing to the dissolutiin of said cor- fai id deceased 
e ? Chancery I n poration, executed by ail t stockholders s date. or they 
ty, on the 28th day of Angnet thereof, which said cousent and the record ¢ ecuting or 
9:30 A. M. at the Hal! of Records ‘f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file r subscritier 
New Jersey n my raid office as provided by law | PST COMPANY | 
9 1961 IN TESTIM( INY WHEREOF, 1 | o SCHERER 
LITY UNION TRUST COMPANY have hereto set my and and af- | oe 
- fixed my officia!] seal. at Trenton | 744 tornere Street 
hn & Bacheller this Twenty-sixth day of May. | Newark 2. VN. J 
nior ‘e Presider Sea A.D., one thousand nine hundred/y J -—Jnne 1. &. 15 
s Executor of rage pn Will and eixty-one : . 
nd Foxtament of Cecile E EDWARD J. PATTEN, genes 
rhaow ier, deceased Secretary of State. | “i: May 22. 1961 
: vanzig, Marsh & Scherer J une 15, 22, 29 $21.60 | ESTATE OF MICHAEL GOLDBERG, 
Street | c eee 
2. New Jersey STATE OF NEW JERSEY | wins FF ee et eee 
15, 22, 29. July 6 nee DEPARTMENT OF STATE | WIENER, Surroga e County of Essex. 
oo sa a Rcind Aie i $ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION application of the 
To all to whom these presents may come, said deceased. 
a Dated g Greeting the creditors of 
OF SAMUEL C. WEBER x. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. to the subscribers. 
t_ to the orde ty duly authenticated record of the proceed- heir claims and 
2. Surrogate of the f Ex ng for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Oo ‘sald deceased 
ay made. on the anplieation of th: by the unanimous consent of all the stock- , this date. or they 
and cned Executrix of said deceased | hiliders, deposited in my office that rom prosecuting or 
* herehy given to the eraditora o¢ e against the subscribers. 
Sd dereased. to exhibit to the anbseriher a MAURICE GOLDBI RG 
Uader oath or a@irmation. thats clatea eat | x: principal || THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 
n * againeat the eatate of sald dereaned . => Pas. MORRIS INE {, Attorney 
wit six months from this date. or thev (Sam Wweinste #01 Bangs 
bed ‘© forever barred from promecating av | — Ast its — 
Tecovering the eame against tho enbscriber | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | L.J.—Jnne 1. 8 22. 29 
LILLIAN B. WEBE upon; whom procese may be served). has | ———____—_ ; at ae 
ROSE NBAUM & Soran. Attorneys | complied with the requirements of Title 14 Dated _May 22. 1981} 
: 1 St | Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes | pepaTR OF GEORGE MITCHELL COWEN- 
DN of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | HOVEN, deceas sed 
Tone 15. 22. 20. July 6. 13 of this Certificate of Dissolution. | Pursnant der of DAVID H 
— Ba : AE ee ls a _——_ NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | wipneE R Surrog: ’ ‘ 
ated: June State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby s de 
1F ANNA M. ARMBRUSTER Certify that the said corporation did, on the an 
2 t h rd ¢ vIT Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 
t no the ta) r yy T » 
Snrengate of the PE gic, my office a duly executed and attested consent 
mide on the apniication of the | ‘2 Writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
med Admintwetratris of aald fecemaad poration. executed by all the stockholders hee 
s herehy given to the creditors of | thereof. which said consent and the rece v g¢ or 
ceased to exhibit to the subscriber.| °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | , ; 
h or affirmation. their claims and | ‘8 ™s said office as pr vided by. law: } JOHN COW} 
= against the estate of said deceased IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I THE NATIONAI & ESSEX 
= six months from this date. or they ners Rees see ay Se nen. | RANKING OO} NEWARK | 
: forever barred from prosecuting of ized my official seal. at Trenton.| rikER. DANZIG. MA ER 
ming the eame against the subscriber ay of May, | Attorners 
GENEVIEVE DENNY Seal) ine hundred | 744 Broad Street 
: W.A. SCHILLING, Attorneys | Newark 2. N. J 
34 Broad Street : | L.J.—Jnne 1. 8. 15. 22. 2 
Ly 2. N.g —_ 
Ete ne 15. 22, 29, July 6. 13 Ju Dated: May 19. 1961 
i ESTATE OF ROBF \MPBE LL, SR.. 
sae ted: May 18. 1961 Da tex fa deceased 
OF MICHAEL "e GRAY, deceased | ESTATE OF EDWARD C it THER, Pursuant to t wder of DAVID H. 
I tc the order of DAVID H deceased oR, f t 


Surrogate of the County of Easer 
bie ¥ made on the application of the 
~ UeTsig gned, Executors of said deceased. 
hereby given to the creditors of 
jeceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
oath or affirmation. their claims and 
mands against the estate of said deceased 
n six months from this date, 
forever barred from prosecuting or 
“vering the same against the subscribers 
‘EDERIC C. RITGE 
HE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
Attorney 





sald 


4 








be 









; *EDERIO ©. RITGER 
<8; Orange Ave. 
2 Orange, No 


~ = = * 
*.——May 25. June 1, 8, 15. 22 


or they | 









arder 
order 


to the 


rrogate of the ¢ 








Executors of said deceased. said deceased. to « to the ron 
© is bereby given to the ereditors of | ander oath or affirmation, their claims and 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. | demands against the estate of said deceased 
under oath or affirmation, their r claims and| within six months from this Pay or they 
demands against the estate of said deceased | will be forever barred m prosecuting or 








within 8.x months from this date, or they! recovering the same against the subscribers. 
forever barred from prosecuting or | ROBERT CAMPBELL. JR 
the same against the subscribers. LA ENCE CC. WARD. JR. 
ARTHUR V. TALMAGE | FIRST NATIONAL CITY TRUST 
| GLEN. RIDGE TRUST OOMPANY | OMPANY 
| ARTHUR V. TALMAGE, Attorney ; PITNEY. HARDIN & WARD. Attorneys 
112 Broad Street 500 Broad Street 
Bloomfield, N. J Is Newark 2, N. J. 4 
'L.J.—May 26. June 1. 8. 15, 22 ..J.—Jnne 1, &. 15. 22. 29 


Dated: June 7, 1961 
ESTATE OF ABRAHAM L. SIEGEL, 
deceased. 

Pursu@at_to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. ecutors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be gio Lrg from prosecuting or 


recovering the against the subscribers. 
MU RRAY R. SIEGEL 
JOEL GROSS 


WIDMARK & GOLDBERG, Attorneys 
10 Commerce Court 

Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—June 15, 


29 


29, July 6. 13 





Take notice that on Tuesday, July 11. 1961, 
at 10:00 o'clock in the forenoon, we, JAMES 
STIGLIANO, MARGARET STIGLIANO, and 
JAMES MICHAEL STIGLIANO, JOHN AL- 
LEN STIGLIANO, and ROBERT WILLIAM 
STIGLIANO, each by their mother and natu- 
ral guardian, MARGARET STIGLIANO. 
shall apply to the Ocean County Court at 
the Ocean County Court House, in the 
Village of Toms River, Ocean County, New 
Jersey. for a judgment authorizing us to 
assume the names, JAMES SCOTT, MAR- 
GARET SCOTT, JAMES MICHAEL SCOTT. 
JOHN ALLEN SCOTT and ROBERT WIL- 
LIAM SCOTT, respectively. 

JAMES STIGLIANO 

MARGARET STIGLIANO 

JAMES MICHAEL STIGLIANO 

JOHN ALEN STIGLIANO 

ROBERT WILLIAM STIGLIANO 
MORTIMER A. ROGERS 
816 Beaver Dam Road 
Point Pleasant. N. J. 
Attorney for Petitioners 
June 7, 1961 
L.J.—June 


15, 22, 29, $18.27 


July 6 





Dated: May 17. 1961 

ESTATE OF ADAM SKELDON, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID dH. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
KATHLEEN SKELDON 

SLAVITT & SLAVITT, Attorneys 

17 Academy St. 

Newark 2, N. J 





L.J.—May 25, June 1, 8, 15, 22 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
cCPARTMENT OF STATB 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom thease vresents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
CORONET HATS, INO. 








a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 386 North Wyoming 
| Avenue, in the Municipality of South 


nge, 
—— | County of Essex, State of New Jersey (Milton 


| E. Friedberg being the agent therein and in 
| charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re- 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
| to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 
| Certifv that the said corporation did. on the | 
| Twelfth day of May, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twelfth day of 
A.D.. one thousand nine 
and sixty-one. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN. 


a May, 
| (Seal) hundred 





Seer etary, of Btate. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
| Dated: May 17, 1961 
| ESTATE OF HELEN A. PETERS, deceased 
Pursnant to the order of DAVID H 
| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
| this day made on the applicaticn of the 
| undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
| notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
| under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
| jemands against the estate of said deceased 
| within six months from this date, or they 





will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber 

| THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

DOUGLAS C. BAKER, Attorney 

{11 Commerce ~ 

| Newark 2, 9 

L.J.—May 25 a 1. 8. 15, 22 

| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

| fo" eee whom these presenta may come, 

jreeti 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 














| State of 


| ty duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
EVAR HOLDING CORPORATION 

la cory of this State, whose principal 

ffice lated at 5 Broadway, 
| in the of Bayonne, County of Hudson, 
| State New Jersey (Hyman Tobin |} 
| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
| pon whom process may be served). has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the iseulng 
{ this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
*ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
| Thirty-first day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


j in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
r| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof, which said couxent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





j in ms said office as provided by law. 
IN TES STIMONY WHEREOF J 
have hereto set mv hand and af- 
fixed mr officia! seal. at Trenton 
| this Thirty-first day f May, 
| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | 
j and sixty-one. | 
} EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
| LJ June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
1961 


Dated: June 5, 

GEORGE. EISLER, deceased. 
to the 4rder of DAVID H. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex. 


‘e=" TE OF 
Pursuant 
| wine 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Administrator of said deceased. 
is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
| recovering the same against the subscriber 
AUIS EISLER 

MARTEN ROTH, Attorney 

| 744 Broad Street 
| Newark 2, N. J 
' L.J.—June 8. 


| 
: notice 


22, 29. July 6 


15. 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
deposited in my office, that the 

HENMAR REALTY CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 759 Summer Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of ex, 
State of New Jersey (Henry Orenstein 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), has com- 
plied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes, 


preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
that such consent has i. filed 

NOW THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 
TEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 
said corporation did, on the Eighth day 
of June, 1961, file in my office a duly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissolution of sald corporation, executed 
by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 








and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 

are now on file in my said office as provided 

by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of June, A.D., 

(Seal) dl — nine hundred and 
EDW ‘ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J June 15, 22, 29, July 6 $28.35 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all-the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
KANTOR BROTHERS INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


by 


office is situated at No. 134-136 Lillie Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Irving Kantor 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). haa 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
ff New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


Secretary of 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey, Il'o Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


Kighth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissvlution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. | 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Treuton 
this Eighth day of June. A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 15, 22, 2 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERIMFICATE OF IbJSSOLUTION 
all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHPREAS., It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

deposited in my office that 

HOLDING CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 26 Journal Square, in 

the ity of Jersey City, County of son, 

State of New Jersey (Gerald Kane ngiser 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Iho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Ninth day of June 1961 f in 
my office a duly executed ‘and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


To 


ly 
ings 
by 
holders, 
GOLDWIEN 











in my eaid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Ninth day of June, A.D., 
(Sea!) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J June 15 29 21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF IbISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimoue consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 
PEBEN REALTY COMPANY, 

a corpora ion of this State. whose 

s 


WHEREAS, 


INC. 
principal 
Avenue, 
Essex 
Sherman 
thereof. 







9 Central 
, County of 
(Max 
being the agent therein and in charge 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. vreli minary to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey. |’ 





Jersey 


Secretary of 


Hereby 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Ninth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are s on file 


n mv raid office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHE REOF } 
hereto set my hand and af 


mv officia nea at Trenton 


have 
fixed 


A.D.. 
and 


of J 


s Ninth day n 
hundred 


vuusand nine 

ixt D 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

L.J June 15, 22, 29 


TO WHOM IT 
Take noti 


Seal) one 





$21.60 


MAY CONCERN 
that the 
Essex County 
Newark 


10 o'clock in 


will 
t the 
July 
the forenoon. for 
athoriz ng them to assume the 
Wojtan, Denis 
Jan William Woftan, 
t mirsuant to the provisions of 
atnote “in such case made and provided. 

HELYN FRANCES MAJESKI 

HELYN FRANCES MAJESKI. 

as Natural Guardian of 

Denis Thaddeus Majeski and 

Jan William Majeski, Minors 
ter L. Robak, Attorney 

16th Ave., 
11, & 


undersigned 












f 
We 


sit an 





359 
— ngton 








15, . 29, IJuiy 6 $13.86 
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Veterans’ Checks Delayed By Failure To Give | Mercer County CLASSIFIED 


ADVERTISING 





| 

| 
New Address — Call | In answering any box ads, 

CALL) zu en | address answers to: 

COUNTY | New Jersey Law Journal 
pre CLA 
rt 240 Mulberry St., 
“the 4th | Newark 1, N. J. 









More than $10,500 in monthly, mailed. Be sure to include your | **4 
Veterans Administration pay-|C-number. Give both your old 
ments for compensation, pension | and new address. juclan Sak nae eal 
and other benefits for 210 veter-| 92 Fijj out a change of address | *'.; _ 





juled for trial 
2 26th. 1961 




















ans or their survivors in New Jer- | card at your post office. 2 sta a al poe Mt ae : - = anne 
sey were returned to the U. S. 3. Do this, if possible, before ##s"er the Cu ady to try their| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
Treasury Disbursing Office as you move es hen : > be notified | ATTORNEY: EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
“undeliverable” last month. = ee premteingeetTin ine disposed of | for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 

These checks were “undeliver- Sons tabs shay —en and B.A ‘feaulrement. ee 





able” because the persons for| Bankruptcies 





_ ATTORNEY 















whom they were intended had! | : — n= toe hen EN SeE 
moved and had failed to notify | as tui vee: us phin: T-Paliya: F-Fishberg. William H. Falcey, County Clerk] attorney tor negligence trial work. No 
the VA and the Post office of & | nuns. Mupid, 1628 Mung Ave.. Hillside: | “Civil-easua ‘rom Slay 36 call.” | Gime aneoctation "Selary dependent upon 
change of address, according to vol: liad. 3 3.850 5 creme refr. L.7 Crimina 3 June 2nd cail. | ability and performance. Please send 
T. V. Williams, Manager of the} gu: LWINKEL, Joseph N., 736 2nd 8t.. oie, sae eee er es aN resume to: CLA 411. 

Regional VA Office in Newark. | Dunellen: | Chap ar ee Passaic County eS ae a ae, 

| estates t County 
de 





“Nationally”, Mr. William said, | « 
“almost 200,000 VA benefit 


reto. 
backgro 
with 





. Catherine Elai +H 
West De Pretrials 














































































checks, involving some $15-mil- Ul I URT JUDGE for nte » ner 
. ° ( FORE SUPERIOR COURT IT 5 oe ee =) 
lion, are returned to disbursing HAROLD KOLOVSKY ‘ 714. 
jees Anri 9 Vear Ce ing i AP?! 5S « PRE TRIALS EXPANDING RIDGEWOOD PRACTICE 
offices during a year, causing in- Mi caer ee : se requires associate attorney. Ghare basis or 
convenience and, often, suffering | « PW 14, PW 15, 2 limited salary at first. Write briefly. CLA 719. 
to many thousand veterans and 3784, 14075, 1286 ATTORNEY: ACTIVE SOUTHERN NEW 
hair verre: ‘ : = oa seme — | Wednesday, June 25 J -rsey | irm desires attorney, m 
their survivors In addition, hun lloward J.) 176 Dwight St. 9-30 AM. 724, 769. a rel aii Hist Gar aclones 7 1Gie 
dreds of thousands of tax-dollars| Jerey City: Chap, MUTT: rete ye Pe] AM.—1530, 1 2778 and refereuces and salary 
in extra man-hours are spent in| GouprARB. Richard, 48 Gree Drive, 2 Poy ~ 394 eevee eee 
lorat t rArinie . © Millburn liab. $51,747 $910 I - ESSEX OOUNTY CONSIST- 
10Ca ng the reciple nts and r. 2. «& | solr, K ibe & M. J 29 _ ing of bes office available 
double-handling the checks. 6-14 SD £08, 208. attorney ir 1 for legal services. Send 
i . HENDRIX, hon J 4 West Street at f Set aes SSS experience, CLs 
Notifying both the post office} Chion City: vol.: liab. $1,652.62: assets 2 Noon—1581, 1710. 
and the VA was stressed by Mr.; 37005 rr. iT. & 1 solr. Alfred E 3 P.M.—1543; 1546 NE W. ARK PLUS RE- 
Ti)]ie : Pte re T ~ ‘ : oO OUNT ‘ . > rvi ( r- 
Williams. Ofte n, the VA does HOUSE of Acros .. rhe, a cor 135 ot ik cae PASHMAN aoe are a [oe 
not receive the change of address oe eae LT PRE TRIALS -3052 
in time to make the change for grey eee ee ee YOUNG ATTORN FOR JERSEY CITY } 
next check. If the post office 11 A.M 718, 1285 rm with — . > Fa jbe 
& 12 stex Ss xive 
on an official change of address fr. : 2° PM 1600. 1646 iled resume, refer re 
on record, the check can be for-| PUTNEL, Micha Ane Ae rae ae pee a 
mer +n i « saa 
warded sole I 30 AM $, 1628, 1636 | MATU RE fice _AMBITIOUS. 
’ ° by > 1 A.M | : of ce special 4 n 
Mr. Williams had this advice "1". John Josent pg 2 d sal en 
for veterans or their beneficiaries sts $2,500; ref. LT. & F.: “solr. Worth | 2 PM oe Sree | 
« W 6-13 $ : | 
planning to move: en ti ea ave. Free- | Vgimesday. 4 _ | A : 
? y : ot i yilile Al Ave., Pe- 9:30 J I 57, 1603, 1647. | 1all town in central 
i. Notify the VA Regional Of- | hola: vo ab ; assets $200 ; 11 AM 1719 fas | Jersey. ime and salary re- | 
: = refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Pro Se; 6-13 | remen 
fice at Newark, not the U. S. cea : . | seamen ie SE 
; A < SMITHERS, Wendel Frederick, 10 Harbor 1707 } : 
Treasury Disbursing Office from =‘ race, Perth Amboy: vol’; liab. | $7,-| | OPP OR TU NITY FOR YOUNG E XP ERIENC- | 
i y, ro : | 152 ssets $2,065.95; refr. L. T EE irsday June | i j I office in Newar 
which your checks are being! (i; kKarkes K&B. 6-19 9:30 AM 1594, 1724 rral matters and 
11 A.M 61 2, 1656. | we. CLA 731. 
No 697 | —- —— 
2 P.M 704 1706, 1716 ATTORNEY F OR INSUR ANC E ¢ OMPANY:: 
ee 29, 17 Legal Department; e “Ki l- 
ORE < 


J POLAOCK salary expected. 


TRLALS 








| 
3 | 
OUNTY JUDGE E rence trial work; 
Y 





Mond LAW CLERK OR ars NEY WITH — 
9°30 - . 1463, 1469, 1487. ted Sagan te for I 
11 616 3 1 Ww grow < 
The Approved, Compact All-State = Benen 1734. and 63. Give det 
2 PM 64 _ desired 


cr LOYME NT 











> ae experience 
jury “and general trial 





UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE 1 BOOK: CORPORATE OUTFIT | 


1644 | LAW CLERK OR ATTORNEY WITH LIM- 
| ited certificate for office with general prac- 
| tice with emphasis on negligence. Good sal- 

ary. Opportunity for permanent association. 
| State full details, together with salary re- 
quested. CLA 705 

1673. | 
|} LAW CLERK. OPENING IN NEWARK 

| office. Write CLA 720. 


















| Jersey City. OLdfield 3-5 





BEF« COUNTY JUDGE 





including 


enced and able to take charge of negligence 








| 
| PRE TRIALS 
| 
| 
| 















FOLD-AWAY 1740. | mano oo commensurate wi 
EMPLOYMEN YANTE 
SEAL* | Se ee 
EXPERIENCED NEGLIGENCE AND GEN- 
| practitioner - available to handle 
| | a. or fee basis. Will consider 


‘angement. CLA 727. 








COLT MBIA LAW GRADUATE, RECENTLY 











































j 11 admitted. age 30, seeks position with 
| = Essex or Morris county law firm or single 
| > practitioner with general or trial practice 
p Salary open or will accept arrangement 
| 3 P.M.—-1606, 1668 CLA 702. related ees 
| "9:30 nM i5d4, 1565, 1577. 1588. | “YOUR GIRL FRIDAY'—I AM A SENIOR 
j 1663 : n in High School—Typing and n | 
F fork. Phone WH 3-9312 (Hudsor 
195 ies) 
OUNTY JUDGE Announcement 
tY NAI 
rRLALS Stanley Cohen has moved his 


w Offices to 232 Third Ave 
(Rat ilroad Plaza), Long Branch. 


1492, 1660 
26 












OPPORTUNITY, -EXOEL- 
for ment for y g | 


LAW CLERK. IMMEDI ATE OPENING. | 
961. 


SALVATORE, D. VIVIANO STENO-SECTY. THOROUGHLY EXPERI. | 





| 
| 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED _ 
FOR RENT 
OFFICE AVAILABLE FOR LAWYER 
Lawyer's sui ite with possibility of as 


599 loomtield Avenue, Bloom 
m 3 “1042. 














| BEAUTIFUL LARGE OFFICE AVAII 








FOR SALE 


|N.J. PRACTICE SERIES 
| ‘ new 











| SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 





»| | CITATIONS of cases in point furnish 


|} | $15 per point; emergency or excerptu:y 
services extra 
Sam Weiss. 
749 Seotland Rd.. A 
Jrauge, N. J 
ORange 6-0122 





| F 





| GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT Dz 

fendants located; affidavit of inguiry éap 
| plied. Low fees. Excellent references F red 
B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway. Helle 
ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169 


HANDWRITING & DOOUMENT EXPERT 

qualified examiner; expert testimony uu 
trated. Hanna F. Sulner, 35-30 8lst &t 
Jackson Heights 72, N.¥.C. ILlinoils 86178 








HANDWBITLNG EXPERT EXAM NER 

disputed documents. J. Howard H 
| 15 Park Row, New York 88, N.Y. Barclay 
| 7-8773. Res. Tel. Newark, N.J. HU 8-2014 








HANDW RITING EXPERT — SIGNATURES 
| —Questioned documents. Lllustrated Test 
| mony. Daniel 8. Anthony, 92 Mt. ¥ 2 
Place, Newark, N. J. Days: MI 8-6300. Ex 
281; Evenings: ESeex 1-4864. 





| TITLE SEARCHERS AVAILABLE TO MAKE 

searches in Union, Essex, Morris, Midd 
Monmouth and Somerset Counties. Community 
Abstract Oo., 435 West Sth Ave.. Roselle 
CH 5-0488. 








| TITLE SEARCHING & ABSTRACTING — 


Insured service. Prompt attention. Berges 
| & Passaic counties. Write to Searcher's 
Abstract Co. Inc., 293 Aycrigg Ave... Pas 
| saic, N. J. or Phone GRegory 3-3988: if 0 
| answer GRegory 1-3010. 





ATTORNEYS CAN SAVE CLIENT'S 
reclosure by new plar 
-back with option to buy 
Pk. Pl., Newk. MI 3-3222 


WANTED TO PURCHASE 


WE ARE INTERESTED IN PURC 
| second mortgages and chattel 
’ 














at a discount. Attorneys legal fee protected 
and finder’s fee paid. Semel & Co., 60 Park 
Place, Newark. MItchell 2- 5124. 


ONLY IF ITS PLUSH 





= 81’ R 
| luxury apartment in plus setting or 
| existing unit. Lawyer to lawyers. Confidence 


- me a Mecuat a:798 3 | Suaranteed. Write CLA 662. 
Sam Freemar arket 3 








Aerial Photos by Fotair 


Show your Site to best Advantage 
with Pictures from above . . . Prompt 
and Reasonable Service . . . Call! or 
Write FOTAIR, 10 Mountain Avenue 
Rockaway, N. J. Tel. OAkwood 7-6145 





Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 
NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manage 


MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 














ESTATE 
PROBLEMS?” 


We purchase for Cash 
REAL ESTATE OF ANY KIND 
Offers Made Promptly 
PROPERTY SALES, Inc. 
112 CLINTON PLACE 
NEWARK — ES 1-340 




















_— 





3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS | 
STARTING AT 
* Optional 


Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 











1580, 1598, 1654 


1676 





New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 





| Wednesday, June 28 











Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Lau yews -Clinton 


| 

| TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

| OF NEW JERSEY 

Organized by N.J. Lawyers . Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) | 9:80 A-M.—145 (1890, 2228). FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New BRUNSWICK 
MArket 4-5577 | 2PM 1518, 1523 sei PATERSON @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON i 
ALL-STATE iene, | Mareadan. Fane, 2, oe iS MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
’ | ieee BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON 3T.; HACKENSACK 
502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. | 2 BM —1568. 1579. 1586 














